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PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were Iald-

on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows:

By Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia: Petition of sundry mem-
bers of Follansbee Lodge, No. 1, Amalgamated Association of
Iron, Steel, and Tin Workers, favoring the passage of legislation

to restore order and civic liberty in the town of Winton, W. Va. 3

to 'the Committee on Labor.
By Mr. GORDON: Petition of the council of the city of
Cleveland, ‘Ohio, favoring Government ownership of the tele-

graph and telephone; to the Committee on Interstate and For-

eign Commerce.

Also, petition of the council of the city of Youngstown, State
of Ohio, and the council of the elty of Schenectady, of the

State of New York, favoring the mational®ownership of ithe

telegraph and telephone systems; to the Committee on Inter-

state and Foreign Commerce,

By Mr. GRIEST : Petition of Fu]ton Grange, No. 86, Patrons,

of Husbandry, protesting against the repeal of the administra-

tion feature of the parcel-post law; to the Committee on the

Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. HAMLIN: Papers to accompany bill (H., R. 7T449)
for the rélief of Harriett Randle; to the Committee on War
Claims.

By Mr, HAYES: Petition of the board of education of San

Francisco, Cal., favoring the passage of Senate joint resolution
B; to the Committee on Education.

Also, petition of Charles T. Jacobs, of San Jose, Cal,, favoring
the passage of the Page bill; to the Committee on Education.

By Mr. HOWELL: Petition of sundry citizens of Utah, .pro-
testing against mutual life insurance funds in the income-tax
bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petitions of sundry life insurance companies of the

United States, protesting against mutual life insurance funds

in the income-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of the fruit dealers of ‘Salt Lake City, Utah,
protesting against the provisions of the tariff bill relating to
bananas; to the Committee on Ways and Aeans.

Alsgo, petition of D. O. Watson, of Ogden, Utah, protesting
against H. R. 4653, by Mr. Sabath; to the Committee on Inter-
state and Foreign Commerce.

Also, petition of Miss Mathilde Dorenge, of the Salt TLake
City High School, of Utah, protesting agninst a duty on books
in foreign languages; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. WALLIN: Papers to nccompany bill granting a pen-
gion to Willinm -R. Hall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. WILLIS: Petition of the Ohio Retail Jewelers’ Asso-
ciation, favoring the passage of H. R. 2972, to regulate the sale
of gold-filled watch cases; to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. WILSON of New York: Petition of Capron Camp,
No. 22, of the State of New York, favoring the efforts of ‘the
watchmen, messengers, and gatemen at Ellis Island, Immigra-
tion Service, to improve their condition regarding compensation;
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of the Allied Printing Trades Council -of the
State of New York, protésting against the proposed reduction
in tariff rates on printed matter; to the Committee. on Ways
and Means,

By Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota: Petition of W. A. Scott,

Fargo, N. Dak., protesting against exempting mutual life in-

surance companies from the income-tax bill; to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

SENATE.
Saruroay, August 16, 1913.

The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m.
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D.
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved..
CALLING OF THE ROLL.
Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a
quorum. There are very few SBenators here.
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll.

‘The ‘Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators.
answered to their names:

Aa‘hurst Catron James MMartin, Va.
Bacon Clarke, Ark. Johnson ‘Martine, N, J.

Bankhead Crawford Jones Nelson

Borah Cummins Ken}'ou Gnrmau

Brady Dillingham : rman

Drandegee Fall ; IA Folletta

Bristow Gallinger Page

Bryan Gronna L\ﬁge Perkin

Burton Hollls McLean Plttman
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/| on the roll call.

| 1f it leads to debate——

| question.
idea that there shall be ‘no expense to the Government, and T

-~

|| Pomierene Shively Bterling Townsend
Ransdell Simmons Butherland Vardaman
Robinson Smith, Arlz. ‘Hwanson Walsh
Shafroth fai 0 D Witk
el ompson Willia
Sheppard ﬂmith. B..C Thom%i‘:l =
erman Bmoot Tillman

Mr. JAMIES. My colleagne [Mr. Brabrey] is detained from
Presence here by reason of illness. He is paired with the Sena-
tor from Indiana [Mr. KegN]. I will allow this announcement
to stand for the day. 4

Mr. GALLINGER. The junior Senator from Maine [AIr, |
BurLEiH] is detained by illness, and probably will mot return |
during the present session. I regret to say that he is unpaired. 1

Mr. LANE. I wish to announce that the senior Senator from |
Oregon [Mr. CoaMBERLATN] is unavoiddbly absent, and that he
is paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. OLIvER]. {

AMr. GRONNA. My colleague [Mr. McOumuEer] is necessarily
absent, due to illness in his family. He ‘is paired with the'
senior Senator from Nevada [Mr, NEwLANDS].

Mr. SMOOT. I desire to ammounce that ‘the senior Senator
from Delaware [Mr. pu PoNT] and the junior Senator from Wis-'
consin [Mr. STEPOENSON] are detained from the Senate on ac-
count of sickness. T will allow this notice to stand for the day.’

The VICE PRESIDENT. Sixty-two Senators have answered
A gquorum ‘is present.

MEMORIAL.

Mr. JONES. I present a memorial adopted at a mesting or
the wholesale commission merchants and frult dealers ut
Seattle, Wash,, remonstrating ‘against an import duty on bn-‘
nanas, I move that the memorial lie on the table.

The motion was agreed to.

THE TARIFF—RAW WOOL,

Mr, PTTTMAN. Mr. President, I-desire to give notice that on
next Thursday, the 21st instant, at'the close of the morning busi-
ness, T will address the Senate on ‘the pending tariff bill, par-'

‘ticularly with reference to raw wool.

INTERNATIONAL STATISTICAL INSTITUTE.,

Mr. O'GORMAN. From the Committee on Foreign Relations
I report back favorably with amendments Senate resolution 141,
in reference to the invitation of the Awustrian Government to
send official delegates to the Fourteenth International Smtlstlcul'
Institute, to be held at Vienna September 7 to 18, 1913, and I
submit a report (No. 102) thereon. I ask unanimous consent
for its immediate consideration. It provides that we shall ap-'
point, T think without expense, one or two representatives.

The VIOE PRESIDENT. The Senator from New York asks
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the resolu-
tion. Tt will be read.

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. O'GoRaaN
July 24, 19183, as follows:

Whereas the Government of Austrla has Invlted the Government of the
Session of the Internationnl Settistion] Tascitats o he T ot pencd |

e Internationa cal Institute to eld at Vienn
Beptember 7 to 13, 1918 : Therefore be it s

Resolved, That tha Department of ‘State is authorized to accept this
Invitation and up%olnt one or more official delegates to ‘represent the
United States at thls session of the Intams.tion:faﬂtatlxt!u Institute :|
Provided, Such arrangement can be made without requiring any special’
appropriation for the purpose.

Mr. O'GORMAN. T may state that the committee reports an
amendment authorizing the President of the United States to
accept the invitation instead of the Department of State. The
Secretary perhaps had better read the report.

Mr. SIMMONS. I hope the Senator will not require the re-
port to be read, but let it be printed. I.suggest to the Senator,

Mr. O'GORMAN. It will not.
minute of discussion on it.

Mr. BSIMMONS. If there is any debate, I hope the Senatar
will withdraw it.

Mr. O'GORMAN. There will be no debate. The mmentlo;;
is to take place in about three weeks, and it is necessary, if the
President be authorized to accept the invitation, that he reeeive'
30 guthor!xatlon .at once. The report .is mnot long; it is very

or

Mr. GALLINGER. I will simply inquire of the Senator pre-,

I am mot anticipating ona-

| cisely what subjects are to be taken up at this session of tha'

International Statistical Institute. |
Mr. O'GORMAN. I will say that I know no more about it
than the report itself indicates.
Mr. GALLINGER. Of course, there can be no objection to it. .
‘Mr. O'GORMAN, Tt is a matter of courtesy.
Mr. SMOOT. I'wish to ask ‘the Senator from New York one
The ‘wording of the ‘resolution evidently carries tha

understood the Senator to say that that is his understanding.
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Mr. O'GORMAN. That is my understanding.

Mr. SMOOT. Although I think the wording is that there shall
be no expense provided for by a special appropriation. Let the
Secretary report the amendments.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendments will be stated.

The SecrReTARY. The committee recommend that the resolu-
tion be agreed to with the following amendments:

In line 1 strike out the words “ Department of State” and
jnsert in lieu thereof the words “ President of the United States,”
and in line 5 strike out the word “ special,” so that the reso-
lution will read:

Whereas the Government of Austria has invited the Government of the
United States to be represented by official delegates at the fourtcenth
session of the International Statistical Institute to be held in Vienna
Beptember 7 to 13, 1913 : Therefore be it A

Resolved, That the President of the United States is authorized to
accept this invitaiion and appoint one or more official delegates to rep-
resent the United States at this session of the International Statistical
Institute : Provided, Such arrangement can be made without requiring
any appropriation for the purpose.

Mr. SMOOT. Of course, the amendment reported by the com-
mittee strikes ont the word * special.” That is what I was
going to speak of, and ask the Senator to accept that amend-
ment. Of course, if there is a request for an appropriation here-
after the Senator will see to it that such a request is not to be
entertained.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present
consideration of the resolution?

Mr. JONES. 1 ask the Senator from New York if the idea
is that the President shall inquire around and see if he can find
some private individual willing to spend his money to serve on
this commission?

Mr. O'GORMAN. I assume that there are citizens of this
country who are particularly interested in this work who will
be very glad to receive a designation from the President to at-
tend the conference; of course, at their own expense or that of
the institute.

Mr. JONES. Do the delegates from the other countries have
their expenses paid by their Governments or are they selected
in the same way?

Mr. O'GORMAN. I do not know, but I may say to the Sena-
tor from Washington what is well known generally in this
Chamber, that it frequently happens in accepting invitations
of this character the resolufions provide that the President may
send commissioners or representatives without expense to the
Government.

Mr. JONES. Does the Senator think that is a good custom?

Mr. O'GORMAN. T think so. For instance, there may be an
international architectural conference, and at such a conference
the architectural sociefies of the country would indicate one or
iwo of their members, and the suggestion would be made that
they be designated, and they would go at their own expense or
at the expense of their society. Such resolutions come in very
often.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present
consideration of the resolution? The Chair hears none. The
question is on agreeing to the amendments proposed by the com-
mittee. -

The amendments were agreed to.

The resolution as amended was agreed to.

BILLS INTERODUCED. x

Rills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous
consent, the second time, and referred as follows:

By Mr. THOMPSON :

A bill (8. 2998) granting an increase of pension to Sarah A.
Burch (with accompanying paper) ; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. RANSDELL:

A bill (8. 2099) to foster commerce between the United States
and foreign countries by facilitating the reexportation in bond
from ports of the United States of goods imported into the
United States, duly entered for warehousing, and stored in
bonded warehouses; to the Committee on Finance.

By Mr. GALLINGER :

A bill (8. 3000) for the relief of Ten Eyck De Witt Veeder,
commodore on the retired list of the United States Navy; to the
Committee on Naval Affairs.

CONDITIONS IN MEXICO,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate
a resolution coming over from yesterday.

Mr. GALLINGER. I will inguire if that is the resolution
introduced by the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr., PENROSE]?

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is.

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from Pennsylvania is not to
be present to-day, and I ask unanimous consent that it be passed
over without prejudice. '

The VICE PRESIDENT. Both resolutions?
of them.

Mr. GALLINGER. By the Senator from Pennsylvania?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Yes.

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes; whatever resolutions were offered by
the Senator from Pennsylvania. I know nothing about others.
th'l‘he VICE PRESIDENT. The resolutions will be passed over,

en.

There are two

PROTECTION OF AMERICAN CITIZENS IN MEXICO.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate
the following resolution coming over from a previous day.

Mr. SIMMONS. Is that the resolution offered by the Senator
from Washington [Mr. PoinpexTER] ?

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is.

1(\1“' SIMMONS. I see that that Senafor is not in his seat,
and——

Mr. GRONNA. The Senator from Washington is not in his
seat just now. I ask unanimous consent that the resolution be
passed over without prejudice.

T:he _VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over without
prejudice. The morning business is closed.

Mr. BACON. What became of the last resolution?

The VICE PRESIDENT. It went over.

THE TARIFF.

Mr, SIMMOXNS. T ask unanimous consent that the Senate
proceed to the consideration of House bill 3321,

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, resnmed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 3321) to
reduce tariff duties and to provide revenue for the Government,
and for other purposes.

Mr. McLEAN, Mry. President, for the peace of mind of the
Senators who for exterior reasons may be, compelled to remain
on the inside of this Chamber during my remarks I will say
that T intend to occupy less time than my notes indicate.

I desire to call the attention of the Senate to a few items in
the history of the plumage trade, and to that particular phase
of the plumage trade which is involved in the pending tariff
bill. I do this because I assume that it is a subject with
which but few Senators are familiar and because I am en-
couraged to believe that every Member of this body is in sym-
p& thy ]with the general purposes of the amendment which I have
offered.

As far back as 1876, Prof. Newton, of the Royal Soclety for
the Protection of Birds and author of the British sea-birds pres-
ervation act of 1868, wrote to the London Times as follows:

Like others of my brother naturalists, 1 have been long aware by
report of the enormous sales of Dirds' feathers which are being con-
gtantly held in London, but the particulars of them do not, except by
accident, come before us. Chance has thrown in my way a catalogue,
or portion of a catalogue, of one of these auctions, and its contents are
such as to horrify me, for I had no conception of the amount of destrue-
tion to which exotic birds are condemned by fashion—an amount which
can not fall speedily to extirpate some of the fairest members of erea-
tion, for 1 must premise, for the benefit of your nonornithological read-
ers, that it is chiefly, if "10t solely, at the breeding season that the most
gtial?.&.lsti!ui, and therefore the most valuable, feathers are developed in

The trade to which this statement refers was sustained by the
wholesale destruction of the rarest and most beautiful birds
in the world, wherever they might be found, and since that
time the plumage frade has increased in its activity as the birds
have decreased in numbers, until to-day it extends into every
nook and corner of the earth where a bird of bright plumage
may be found.

In 1886 the first Audubon society in this country was formed
in Massachusetts, and the purpose of this society, together with
that of the ornithologists’ union, formed that same year, was—

to discourage buying and wearing for ornamental purposes the feathers
of any wild bird, and to further otherwise the protection of our native
birds. We would awaken the community to the fact that this fashion
of wearing feathers means the cruel slaughter of myriads of birds, and
that some of our finest birds are already decimated.

In 1887 Mr. W. E. D. Scott, the naturalist, called the atten-
tion of the people of this country to the wholesale slanghter of
the American plumage birds, this list including such birds as
the plover, terns, sandpipers, and other varieties of the smaller
game and insectivorous birds. Later I shall refer to some of
the articles published by Mr. Scott. :

In 1803 Mr. W. H. Hudsen, the author of “ The Naturalist in
La Plata,” said:

How long will women tolerate a fashion.which involves such whole-
sale, wanton, and hideous cruelty as this? * * * If In ever pulpit
in the land this shocking story of the egrets were told, smreli’e or once
humanity would prove stronger than fashfon. * @ @ t it be
clgarly understood, once for all, that the feathered woman is a cruel
women ; that for the sake of a passing fashion, which pleases no ra-
tional Leing and should disgust all who can think and feel and under-
stand, she brings dishonor upon her sex and robs nature of its beauty
without adding to her own.
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Yord Lilford, president of the British Ornithologists’ Union
from 1867 to 1896, in his book, * Birds of the British Islands,”
said:

Here It would seem appropriate to notice the wanton destruction of
this and many kindred species that has been carried on all the world
over for many years past for no other purpose than the supply of the
dorsal plumes for the supposed ornamentation of feminine and mi
headgear In *the trade™ these feathers are known as osprey, an
the thoughtless fashion for them has caused the almost entire extinetion
of more than one species. 1 am delighted to believe that in this country,
at least. a very considerable check has been put upon this atrocions
business by the asction of the Ladies’ Soclety for the Protection of
Birds, an association that can not be too widely made known or too
highly commended. 1 would strongly urge all ladies who honor
me by reading these notes, to enroll themselves as members of thfa really
beneficent soclety, whose only object is the preservation from wanton
destruction of some of the most interesting and beautiful of organized
creatures.’

In 1899 Prof. Newton, in the Public Ledger, again tried to
impress upon the British public the need’ of bird protection, and
in speaking of the egret he said:

It is a fact .known to everyone who will take the trouble to inguire
that all these egrets are shot down at thelr breeding places while they
are btuilding thelr nests or rearing their young, and that if so be
that the latter are hatched, they die of hunger on their parents’ death,
the breeding piaces being n.hsulntelﬁi devastated bE the mma hunters,
The personal experience on this %o t of Mr. W. K. D. tt, a compe-
tent and unimpassioned- witness, has never been and can not be refu
as regards the Atlantic and Gulf coasts of North America, where these
gettlements of the birds are all but extinguished; but the same thing
goes on ail over the world wherever egrets are found in numbers
gufficient to make their destruction a profitable enterprise.

In 1898 Lord Wolseley, commander in chief of the British
army, forbade the wearing of osprey plumes by the army
officers, giving it as his reason that the plumes were taken from
the birds in the nesting season.

In 1002 the Government of India issued an ordinance pro-
hibiting the exportatipn from British India of skins and feathers
of all birds except the feathers of ostriches, and skins and
feathers “exported bona fide as specimens of natural history.”

If India 11 years ago could take this step, it seems to me the
United States should be willing to prohibit their importation
to-day.

A strong attempt was made by the feather trade to secure a
modification of this ordinance; but as it was based upon a most
thorough investigation the request of the feather trade was
denied.

In 1906 Queen Alexandra of England took the matter up
publicly and stated that she never wore egret plumes herself,
and would certainly do all in her power to discourage the
cruelty practiced on the beautiful birds.

In 1908 Lord Avebury introduced into the House of Lords a
bill to prohibit the importation of plumage. It passed the
House of Lords July 21, 1908, and was introduced into the
House of Commons July 22, but did not reach its second read-
ing before the close of the session. Similar bills have been
introduced into the House of Commons since that time, but have
failed to come to a vote.

The foregoing facts and quotations I have taken from a pub-
lication issued by the Royal Society for the Protection of Birds,
published in London in 19il, entitled “ Feathers and Facts.”

The efforts of the feather traders to deceive the public and
block legislative interference in England should throw consid-
erable light on the present situation in this country. I quote
again from the authority to which I have just referred:

The trade have been slow in taking serious steps to defend themselves,
and the history of the defense Is somewhat curious. Feathers having
been proclaimed the fashion, It Is evident that the feather importers
relled on the belief that.the voice of fashion was stronger than the
voice of elther science or humanity. Some little time, however, after the
formation of the Soclety for the Protection of Birds and of the Shel-
borne Bociety, when women all over the countﬁy were being made
aequainted with the facts concerning the * osprey * or egret plume, the
remarkable fraud of the * artifieial o:gwy " ecame Into existence. The
egret feather was no longer to be labeled “ real.” Milliners’ and drapers’
assistants were Instructed to assure lady customers that these delicate

rays were manufactured by the million out of quills and other mate-
rial by an ar Jf factory workers, who earned their living by this

leasant and artistic work. That the lie was detected and proelaimed

Ey every naturallst who took one of the so-called artificial plumes
in his hand made no diference whatever to the persistence and assur-
ance with which It was afirmed and repeated.

The frand flourlshed until the time of the House of Lords commlittee
in 1908, when it became evident that the force of mere assertion and
repetition, which hed proved so successful with the uncritical publle,
would not stand investigation before a serious tribunal. The invention
of “artificial ospreys " was suddenly discarded for that of * moulted
feathers.” The " artificlal** osprey was admitted to be mal‘, but it was
no longer cruel to wear real bglnmea—they had been simply * picked up.”
That they had simply n picked out of the nests after the birds
had raised young and left them.

FICTION VERSUS FACT.

The possibility of an Imitation osprey was never denied by the society ;
that :uch a thing might be made by ingenious manufacturers was pretti,’
certuin, though ‘it could never stand the simple tests which at once
reveal the true feather.

The aim of the Royal Society for the Protectlon of Rirds has been
from the first to seek out facts, It Investigated the facts concerning
the ostrich feather and came to the conclusion that, although cruelty
might be practiced, it was not neeessarily involved in the procuring of
the plumes and that the business stands on & wholly dlferent ane
from that wl:hlch is dependent upon the killing of countless wild birds.

When the “artif osprey ” was heralded in the papers and in the
milliners’ shops the society asked again and again to furnished with
an artificial plume and to be directed to the factory where such things
were made As neither re?umt was ever complied with, and as it was
proved that the feathers of the heron and egret were being widely sold
as artificial, It was only possible to form one conclusion.

When, shortly after the House of rds committee made its report,
2 letter signed “ Leon Laglaize” was being circulated the society took
the same course. The letter did not commend itself to serious atten-
tion, since it was issued without the name of reclpient or publisher
and contained a statement with regard to herons' nests which was
obviously untrue. Nevertheless the society wrote to the British re
resentatives in the country concerned and published their replics Pl;
full. The proceeding of the trade In gauatiug a short extract from this
evidence and suppressing the rest needs no comment.

VENEZUELA.

Mr. Downham, representing the plumage trade in 1908, says:

“The Royal Society for the Protection of Birds has puhiﬁhed; with
one exception, nothing more than empty contradletions from people who
have no exdperlence or knowledge of the particular country or the con-
ditions under which the feathers are col‘mzted. * ® + The one ex-

tion, confirming the evidence obtained by the trade, Is conmined In
a letter from His Britannic Majesty’s minister in Venezuela, under date
of January 14, 1900, directed to the Royal Boclety for the Protection of
Birds, an altlnough it does not fully agree with all that has been pub-
lished by the trade on the subject, it is undoubtedly a report which has
%e}er:le’ e::.io }only after very careful investigations,” (The Feather
4 p. 30.

HIS BRITANNIC MAJESTY’S MINISTER'S STATEMENT.

One portion of this report which * does not fully agree with all that
has been published by the trade is His Majesty's minister's verdict
upon the evidence furnished to him and by him to the soclety:

“From the evidence before me I have no manner of doubt that the
v=3t majority of the egret plumes exported to Europe are obtained by
the slaughter of the birds during or about the breeding season, and that
no effective regulations exist or, indeed, owlng to loeal conditions, ean
exist for the control of this slanghter, and that the letter of Mr. Leon
Laglaize of July 29, 1908, gives a completely erroneous impression of
the conditions under which the industry of collecting the plumes is con-

ducted in Venezuela.”

ALL THE BIRDS OF BRICHT PLUMAGE ARE IN DAXGER.

The plumes of the egrets and herons form but a fraction, though a
sltgniﬂcaat fractlon, of the whole trade. With rd to the thousands
Of artiicial™ ‘or. ¢ oultod faiDere” cao D MAIAIAAT N B
of “ar * or * mou 'eathers " caa ned; no person
has dared to invent such a fable, X e

Efforts, too, may be made to prevent the detall of sales from being
made publlec. It may be argued that birds are catalogued for which
there known to be no market; that the names by which they are -
catalogued are not the correct mames; that certaln birds can not be
nearing extermination because there are still recesses of forest and
swémp which the hunters have not yet penetrated. But unanswerable

8 T
RARE SPECIES.

The arguments advanced by the trade amount to this: If a very small
number of a given ®pecies are offered for sale, they come * aceldentally.”
“11," says Mr., Downham.

If rare birds come to the salesrooms from time to time it is be-
cause those who killed them, and who would have killed them in any
case for sport or food, have sent the skins on the ofi-chance of their
purchase by collectors.

Readers of The Feather Trade may pleture the native of New
Guinea, or the traveler in Mexico, eocoking his biue bird of paradise
or his quetzal, and carefully saving the skin to forward to Houndsditch
in the hopes of a bid from the Natural History Museum. But Hounds-
ditch, it would sgem, does not know them when they come. Mr.
Bucklhnd cites an instance of 12 of the rare blue, or Prince Rudolph
bird of paradise, being found h% him amonf,st he skins In Cutler
Street; “ 10 birds of paradise, blue, dull,” being the catalogue de-
scription afforded of female and unfl male birds. (Journal of
the Royal Society of Arts, December, 1909.)

These are the birds, presumably, that come by units. BShould they
be represented by, say, a couple of hundred in a year of such a rare
species as the 1yre bird, we are asked to believe that so small a
number proves—not that the bird Is being extirpated and larger num-
bers can not be obtained—but that as the trade has secured so few it
can not be the plume hunters who are endangering the species,

THE * WASTE MATERIAL" THEORY,

Should, however, some species be represented by thousands or tens
of thousands, suggesting to sclentific men the shooting out of whola
colonies, the upholders of the feather trade argue, with equal facility,
that if so many birds are to be had there must be plenty left behin
If it is proved that birds are being recklessly killed in one district,
it 1s held to be a satlsfactory answer that there are unexplored wilds
where the hunter has not penetrated yet. When American bird lovers

assionately denounce the traders who have fliched from them thelr
Eerons and ibises and onbills, Mr. Downham, of The Feather Trade
seeks to soothe them with the assurance that he had rend in a recent
bock of the existence of herons and sgg‘onbllls in Spain. According
to this ingenlous spokesman of the tra it is never, under any cir-
cumstances, the trade that Is at fault, never the trade which kills,
At most it is merely the dog which trots behind and plcks up tha
birds, getting the feathers by way of reward. When man opens up ’
new land, we are assur he naturally shoots “all that rgns or files,"™
and the plume hunter follows in his wake In order to utlilze “ wasts

material in making ornaments *“ which pome women Insist upon
wearing.” In the forest and the swam?é- and on the remote {slan
where there is no one to see and to no in Guiana and Papua an

Brazil and the Congo, and the islands of the Pacific, the plume-hunter's
ravages are but an economic salvage of waste materlal. |

Could the veriest child credit such absurditles? This, we are to sup-
pose, i why the plume hunter is l:elq at bay by foree of arms and by
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sgtringent laws in civilized lands: this i3 why such reports as the fol-
lowing constantly come from countries where naturalists write of the
facts within their own experience,

EVIDENCE FROM BALE ROOM AND CATALOGUE,

Shortly after the importation of plumage prohibition bill had passed
through the House of Lords In 1908 the trade stopped detuiled ad-
vertisements of their sales and ceased to publish any reports on them
in the Public Ledger. They now contend that figures from catalogues
are misleading, as the same consignment of birds ma{v be offered many
times, Hummlng birds. which continue to appear in cratefuls, have
been unsalable, according to Mr. Downham, for 20 years; yei at the
sale on Pebruary 7, 1911, one firm catalogued no fewer than 20,820 of
these birds. In 1905 o different firm pul up 12,500, If this is the sup-

ly in the market of birds which are not wanted and not used, and

ave not been wanted for 20 years, It is difficult to imagine the reckless

slaughter which must be perpetrated and the numbers that must be
killed of birds which are in active demund.
NOT WANTED,

The fact that a particular bird Is not wanted for the time belng is
no proof of 1ts safety. As in the case of the grebe, it may suddenly
be again declared * fashionable,” It is stated also by Mr., Downham
that some birds are brought Into the market merely ss an experiment.
They are killed, not becaunse there is a demand for them, but on the
chance that the demand may be created. 'This again shows the dan
in which every specles of finely plumaged birds stands until legislation
Interferes.

Visitors (there are very few, and they are not welcomed) to the
Cutler Street warehouse can see for themselves the piles of brilllant
bodies of trogons from Guatemala, cocks of the rock from Gulana,
toucans, with thelr wonderful beaks sliced through to form a * handle "
for the adjacent breast pluames; orioles, bright-hued finches, tanagers,
crowned pigeons from New Guinea, emu skins, wings of sea swallows,
hundreds and thousands of quills, and tnmbled in among the_ * varlous
bird skins” which have no names will be found little fiycatchers and
cuckoos and sober-plumaged bodies that seem to offer no special target
for the hunter. Very possibly in this mixed bag many a strange and
rare specles 1s * knocked down " without recognition, for ;mme dealers
are not ornithologists. (Feathers and Facts, pp. 16-23, 27.)

GAME BIRDS AND POULTRY.

The trade dwells a good deal on the mse made of game birds and of

ultry. This suggests the need of precaution in any legisiation. The

oura pigeon of a single land, the Impeyan pheasant of the Himalayas,
the Argua pheasant, the Chinese pheasant arve included in the millines’s
idea of “ game.” in 1899 the Bociely for the Protection of Birds in
China (Shanghai) memorialized the DBritish Governmest on the subjcot
orl “ the great and rapidly increaging desiruction ut present overiaking
the pheasant in China.”

The trade to which we refer Is that which, originating in the exi-
gencies of fashion, calls for the export of the entire skin of the

heasant, and its ravages, even at its present initial rate, are sufficient
o threaten the specles with extinction. The necessities of such a trade
recognize no “close season.” Feathers and skins taken in breedin
time are well suited to the unlrements of the market. (Celestla
Empire (Shanghaf), Sept. 11, 1599.)

SHORE DIRDS,

There are included In the Limicol® several species that are game
birds in name only, their bodles being so small that they ECS8 N0
value whatever for food purposes. Thousands and thousands of these
beautiful and graceful creatures have been slaughtered =olely for their
plumage, thelr diminutive Lodies not being considered of enongh value
{ogms]eud to the market. (Report of National Audubon Association,

N
THE WILLOW GROUSE,

In * A Russizn Province of the North,” by Alexander Platonovich
Engelhardt, governor of the Province of Archangel, translated b
‘Cooke, His Majesty's consul at Archange!l, the author writes of willow
grouse (* Koropatkl™): * We brought back on the Nordenskiold a
cargo of 600 poods, or nearly 10 tons, of these wings. ’.I‘he,r are ex-
ported from Avehangel to serve as trimmings for ladies’ hats. The
white plumage has this special advantage, among others—that it can be
dyed any color, and in this way be converted ioto the feathers of par-
rots or any other bird, for selling purposes.” * The glossy skins of
black-throated divers' .aecks are, olso, to my knowledge” says Mr.
Harvie-Brown, the well-known ornithologist, * sold in vast quantitiea at
Archangel for trlmmlnfs. Is It not shameful that such birds, even If q;l_ll
abundant as * Koropatkl,' should be killed simply for thelr plumage?

All these birds were killed in the nesting season for their

plumage,

Twenty-two thousand pounds of grouse wings means at least
200,000 game birds killed for their feathers and the bodies
thrown away. 2

Before I come to some items relating more particularly to the
destruction of birds in America, I want to call the attention of
the Senate to the claim made by the trade in London that the
protection of the plumage birds will throw many people out of
employment :

THe PLOMAGE IMPORTATION DBILL.
A, —THR LABOR QUESTION.

It was the favorite contention of the trade that—
the bill, if passed—the bill pending in the House of Lords—would
throw out of employment thousands of British workpeonle—

That was in the hearing before the committee of the House
of Lords—

';wl[éh]ou: protecting the life of a single bird.” (The Feather Trade, p.

To which statement Mr. Downham adds:
“We have thousands of workmen and workwomen to consider.”
BRITISH LABOR.

The question of the thousands of workpeople may be considered first,
Fashion has never shown the slightest inclination to consider the case

of workpeople injured in a change of materials or of trimmings. 1t
has not even considered the case of the manufacturers. The fancy
feather trade is, however, happily one in which the industrial question
is very little involved, as the material gives less labor to the workin

class than probably any other kind of trimming that could be, an

would be, employed In its place. The profit does not go to pay the
wages of a large number of hagds; it goes to the few firms who con-
duct the business. This was brought out very clearly in the examina-
tion of trade witnesses before the House of Lords committee, 1t was
then showwu that of the imported feathers 80 ger cent go out of Eng-
land to be made up In foreign factories; with 80 per cent of the goods
English lnbor has, therefore, nothing to do. The remaining 20 per cent
give employment, during a portion of the year only, to young women
who ars engaged at other times in manipulating ostrich feathers and
making artifieinl flowers., One trade witness sald :

*The trade does not go on ulwn{s: it is mostly in the fall of the year
when these birds are employed. n the summer season our firm makes
?rtiﬁclnl_.ﬂnwers. and otber people employ themselves with ostrich
enthers.

Should the plumage of wild birds be no longer obtainable, ostrich
feathers and poultry feathers will remain; and there can be no doubt
that the use of artificial fuwers and berries, and of ribbons and fancy
ornaments would Incresse and would give more employment in the labor
market than ls now given Ly the importation of wild-blrd plumage. Bald
Lord Avebury, in questioning Messrs. Sciama's representative at the
committee :

“Q. 270. You say that the bill would diminish the demand for labor
in thls country, but as it would replsce a certain quantity of feathers
which are Frown abroad by a certain quantity of articles which ara
made In this country, clearly it must tend to increase the demand for
labor in this country ¥’ A

What bad Mr. Dowham to say about his thousands of workmen and
workwomen? [le said:

*On the question of labor, there may not be so much difference one
E;!Illy"or the other, but I can not admit that it would increase under the

OSPREY AND MIOREEITAIR,

To make ap the tale of workpeople, the trade now propose to include
in the list of those whoze employment will be gone the men who handla
the goods in the docks and the assistants in the feather departments of
drapers' shops. Perhaps there should also be included the purveyors of
the horsehair that comes over as top dressing for smuggled bird skins.
(See p. G3.) On the other hand might be urged the Increased work
afforded, not only to the young ladies in the artificial-fower side of retail
businesses but the workers in all those factories (in the air) which the
trade not long ago swore were engaged In the manufacture of artificlal
ospreys. If, as n witness for the trade stated to the committee on July
8, 1608, “ospreys " can be made so perfectly from horsehalr that no one
but an expert ean tell the difference, by all means let cases of horsehair
be imported, without destroying the underlying strata of bird skins and
egret plumes.— (Feathers and Facts, pp. 30, 31, and 32.)

Let us now take a look at the plumage trade and the opposi-
tion it has aroused in other countries. Awustralia, after a long
struggle against the bird killers, now prohibits the exportation
of plumage birds under heavy penalties.

In November, 1010, a memorial was presented to the British
colonial secretary from the British colonies of South Afrieca and
New Zealand and Australia stating, in substiance, that the home
Government should aiG these colonies In their efforfs to pretect
birds by enacting the importation bill which had passed the
House of Lords.

It is believed that England will be unable to resist this urgent
plea from her colonies any longer and that the House of Com-
mons at its next sitting will concur with the Hotse of ILords
and put an end to this inhuman and uncivilized traflic.

At the International Ornithological Conference, held in Ber-
lin in 1910 to consider the necessity of protection for the birds
“ killed for their plumage,” 14 nations were represented, includ-
ing the United States, England, and Germany.

As I bhave said, in 1902 the Government of India mad=> the
export of skins and plumes from India illegal.

Naturalists and others interested in the matter saw with sur-
prise that in spite of this prohibition the feathers of birds pecu-
liar to the East Indies and of others strongly suspected to come
from thence continued to be offered for sale in Mincing Lane.

HOW BIRD FEATHERS COME FROM INDIA,

The explanation of this was furnished by the board of cus-
toms to the House of Lords committee in 1908, It then ap-
peared that between December 20, 1907, and February 15, 1908,
23 cases of dead bird skins from India were imported as cow-
bhair or horsehair; that in March 6,400 further gkins were im-
ported, hidden under a layer of horsehalr and described as
horsehair; that *“osprey” feathers from India were sent by
paycel post, declared as dress material; that smuggling was
also carried on by way of Straits Settlements in order to evade
examination by the customs officers. (See Feathers and Facts,
p. 63.)

The gentlemen who appeared before the Finance Committee
endeavored to excuse their shameful traffic to-day by denying
that they deal in egret plumes. .

I want to call your attention to what they sald when they
did deal in egret plumes, and then I want any Member of this
body to believe anything they say to-day if he can.

In the publication known as The Feather Trade, page 11T,
it is boldly stated that the claim that the plumage of the egret
is taken from the bird when it is alive and the young ones left
to starve is false and absurd.
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Other statements found in The Feather Trade I quote as
follows:

It is no doubt true that the egret at one time existed In very large
numbers in Florida. The birds exist still in numerous swamps known
as the * Everglades,™ but there had never been any supply of importance
from those parts. * *  American commercial development is en-
tlrol,}' responsible for the disappearanve of the white heron from its
old :1 (;“e baunts; the feather trade Iz not, (The Feather Trade, pp.

&‘hey were not exterminated ; they migrated. You might just as well
say that because z\.ou do not Bce foxes on Hampstead Heath foxes are
cner:}nlnated (Mr., Downham, before the House of Lords committee,

The egret * * * (hrives to-day in the remote Everglades of
Florida and In Southern States. \1tm-nllf cnough these egrets are
not to be encountered in the beaten paths of the United States tourist.
(The Feather Trade, p. 14.)

There were never many egrets in Florida. You ean soon exterminate
a small number of birds in a small part of the country. If there were
egrets in the Isle of Wight they would soon be exterminated. (Mr.
G. K. Dunstall, representing the feather trade before the House of
Lords committee, 1908.)

The tale about the birds being shot at breeding time is a falry
myth. (Mr., Weiler, before the House of Loids committee, 1908.)

In reply to these statements I desirve to call the attention of
the Senate to the report of Mr. W. E. D. Scott, member of the
American Ornithologists’ Union, published in the Auk in 1887,

Mr. REED. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Doés the Senator from Connecticut
yield to the Senator from Missouri?

Mr. McLEAN. Certainly.

Mr. REED. I wish to ask, for information, where are these
aigrets now prineipally obtained?

Mr. McLEAN. In South America.

Mr. REED. What is the bird from which they are obtained?

Mr, McLEAN. The white heron.

Mr. REED. Is it of any use on earth except for its feathers?

Mr. McLEAN. It devours a great many injurious insects.

Mr. REED. I am asking if it is of any use to man except
for the feathers it produces?

Mr. McLEAN. 1 think there has been a decision by the
Eupreme Court of Ohio to the effect that the heron is a game

ird.

AMr. REED. I wish to know if it is of any value, not whether
somebody has passed a law about it

Mr. McLEAN. It devours injurious inseets, and that is
largely its value, outside of its beauty.

Mr. REED. Why, the heron is a fish-cating and frog eating
bird, is it not?

Mr. McLEAN, They do feed on fish to some extent.

Mr. REED. If you have a bird that is not of any use except
for its feathers, and has no occupation but eating fish which
furnish food, just of what value is that bird except for its
feathers? What does the Senator think God Almighty made it
for, anyway? Certainly a heron is not an ornament.

Mr, McLEAN. The reports of recent investigations show that
the heron eats a great many injurious insects, and I think the
opinion of naturalists has changed very much in recent years
with regard to the economic value of the heron, as I will show
later on in my remarks.

Mr. REED. Yhy should the heron be permitted ruthlessly
to destroy the innocent insects and the innocent fish?

Mr. McLEAN. I will leave that question to the Senator to
answer for himself. The annual loss to agriculture caused by
insects is enormous.

Mr. REED. I really honestly want to know why there should
be any sympathy or sentiment about a long-legged, long-beaked,
long-necked bird that lives in swamps and eats tadpoles and
fish and crawfish and things of that kind; why we should
worry ourselves into a frenzy because some lady adorns her
hat with one of its feathers, which appears to be the only use
it has.

Mr. McLEAN. I have stated to the Senator the use and
economic value of the heron, which is admitted now, although it
was, denied years ago. But the egret is not involved in this
proviso. Beyond that, I want to call the attention of the Sen-
ator to the fact that more than 5,000,000 of these birds have
been destroyed, millions of them in Florida, all killed in the
nesting season, when the young were, say, half grown; and
the manner of the destruoction of the adult birds for their
plumage destroys millions of young birds, which die by slow
gtarvation. Murder has been committed in this trade in our
own country. It seems to me it is worth while, if these birds
are to be destroyed, that in eivilized nations they should be
destroyed in a civilized way. If they are useless, let them be
killed in a proper way, and not by slow starvation.

Mr. REED. Baut the point I am getting at is the use of the
bird. Now, I know very little about aigrets. I have a faint,
protoplasmic notion as to their cost.

Mr. McLEAN. I should hope that might insure the Senator's
sympathy with the proposed legislation.

Mr. REED. If the Senator is introducing this bill not to
protect the birds but to protect the pocketbooks of the male
population of this country he will arouse a great wave of sym-
pathy by which even I might be swept away; but if it is on
account of the birds, I wish to ask the Senator if it is not true
that the only time they are of any value is at the time the
egrets can be obtained, which is the time they are killed? If
the young are then left to starve it would seem to me the
proper idea would be to establish a foundling asylum for the
young, but still to let humanity utilize this bird for the only
purpose that evidently the Lord made it for, namely, so that
we could get egrets for bonnets for our beantiful ladies.

Mr. McLEAN. I will say to the Senator that I think the
feathers are worth twice their weight in gold at the present
time.

Mr. REED. Then, I insist, if that be true, that we ought not
to be prohibited from having the use of them.

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, will the Senator permit
me for a moment?

Mr. McLEAN. Certainly.

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from Missouri asks of what
use they are. The egret is a most beautiful bird. I do not know
of what use a painting is except to look at and admire. I feel
very sure that we might as well and with equal propriety and
esthetic taste look at a beautiful bird and admire it, and that
thtﬁy ought to be permitted to live for that pu.rpose if for no
other.

Mr. REED. Why, Mr. President, these birds come from a
country where there is nobody to look at them, for the most
part. Certainly we in this country can not look at them, and
I do not know why we should protect the denizens of distant
climes. The Indians of South America have not enough esthetic
taste to admire them—nay, more, they have not enough hu-
manity, according to the Senator’s statement, to prevent them
from slaughtering these birds in what he claims is a cruel and
unusual manner.

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator from Connecticut will
permit me to say just one ‘word more: The usefulness of these
birds in the destruction of insects is beyond computation. This
may not be an accurate statement, but I read in a sclentific
journal not long ago that if the birds cf the world were ex-
terminated the human race would go out of existence in a very
short time.

Mr. REED. But, Mr, President, if the Senator from Con-
necticut will pardon me, and then I will not interrupt him
further, of what interest is it to the people of the United States
to protect birds that kill insects in South America, if they do
kill insects? It appears that this bird, if it eats insects at all,
does so in such small quantities that it took science a great
number of years to determine the fact. Pretty nearly all of us
know what a heron is. Every boy that has every tramped
through the swamps hunting ducks has been disturbed oceasion-
ally by a discordant cry, and the sight of long and ungainly
legs, and still more ungainly wings, and the flutter of an
awkward bird over the weeds. If he has any use on earth it
certainly is not to delight the sense of beauty, for he is about
the homeliest combination of feathers and bones and feet and
claws that ever was gotten together on this earth. Ie lives
thounsands of miles from our country. He lives in the unin-
habitable swamps of South America. He is captured down
there by the natives, and it appears that he is eaptured because
there is one beautiful thing about him, and only one, and that
is this little feather that they call an egret that the women use
to adorn their bonnets.

Instead of making these things dearer I am in favor of mak-
ing them cheaper. I do not know what interest the United
States of America has in protecting birds of that kind that are
born in swamps thousands of miles away, and that neither
delight the sense of beauty nor serve any useful purpose.

Mr. McLEAN. I will say to the Senator that the egrets
are gone, There are none to-day, except a few which exist in
protected heronries, All the wild birds, so to speak, have been
exterminated; so the Senator need not give himself any uneasi-
ness over the egret question. If he will listen, I should like to
read a diseription of the manner in which these birds have been
destroyed.

Mr. REED. But, Mr. President, if they are gone, if they are
dead, if this chapter lies in the dead and Dburied past, why
should we be legislating about it in the living present?

Mr. McLEAN. But we are not. Aigrets are not included in
the proviso at all. I am simply calling the nttention of the Sen-
ate to the way in which the bird trade iried to deceive the
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public at a time when they were destroying the ., I am
ghowing the Senate how utterly unmworthy of belief the plumage
t:aders are by referring to their attempts to deceive the public in
the past. :

Mr. REED. It is hardly worth while to take the time of the
Senate to demonstrate that the man milliner has very little
regard for truth and veracity. I think that might be conceded.

Mr, McLEAN. If the other Members of the Senate agree
with the opinion expressed by the Senator from Missouri, I
shall oceupy but very little time on that guestion; but I desire
to call the attention of the Senator from Missouri to the way
in which these birds, which he econsiders to be of no value, have
been exterminated, and that in the face of the fact that the
trade has denied any connection whatever with the destruction
of these egrets in our own country. It is the character of the
plumage trade that the fate of the egret illustrates. No humane
man can read it without a shudder.

I quote from the repart of W. E. D. Scott, member of the
American Ornithologists’ Union, published in the Auk.

May 4, 1887: Charlotte Harbor. Only a few years ago bird life so
abundant that it would be difficult to exaggerate the numbers. Cdpt.
Baker said that about G0 aeres were so covered with white ibis that
* it looked fromn a distance as if a big white sheet had been thrown ever
the mangroves.” Sailing to-Gay over 40 miles, 1 did not see a place
that was occupiled by even a few birds. I"ostmaster and others all
agreed that for the past two years birds hnd been so persecuted
get their plumes for the northern market that were practl-
cally exterminated. Birds were ¥illed, plumes taken m the back,
head, and breast, and carcasses throwan to buzzards (i e., voitures).

May 8: Macleod Islapd, great breeding place of reddish egret.
Found a huge plle of half-decayed birds lying on the fmund. which had
been killed = day or two. All of them had the plumes taken, with
a patch of skin from the back, and some had the wings
counted over 200 birds so treated. Within the last few days it hed
been almost destreyed, hundreds of old bLirds having been killed and
thousands of eggs broken. 1 do not know of a more horrible and
brutal exhibition thas that which I witnessed here = * =,

May 12: We found im camp Mr, Frank Johmsom, who is a profes-
slonal bird plumer. Snowy heron, American egret, and reddish
brought the highest prices, but he killed almost a that wore
feathers, He sald he wished there was some law to protect the birds,
at least during the breeding time, but added that, as everybody else
was pluminﬁ. ﬁe had made 2p his mind that be might have his share.
He was killing birds and ma plumes now for Mr. J. H. Batty, of
New York City, who employed many men along the entire Gull coast
from Cedar Ke{{s to Key West Earucuhrly for herons, spoonbilis, and
showy birds. e told me of the cmormous breeding places that had
formerly been the homes of the birds of this 0. Now most of
them were entirely deserted and the mumber still resorted toayu.rly
becoming smaller. *“It was easy to find thousands of birds five or
six years back where absolutely pome now exist,” My own observa-
tions lead me to agree with this statement. But in faet the destrue-
tion must have been greater than can be realized.

May 27: Mr. Frank Higel told me the same story of extermination
I hady already heard so many times—two large rookeries of herons
where we were now anchored, but broken up by plume hunters, and
it was impossible to find anly breeding or roosting in this vicinity.

ll\inf; 29 : Baratosa. All bir

cut off. 1

ils killed off by plume hunters.
gearcely necessary to draw any ronclusiens ar
at and grewigg evil speaks for itself. 1 have the names and ad-
ﬁm& of some dealers in various towns in Florlda and the princl-
pal cities of the country. Merchants in New York and other centers
are buying, every month, the skins and plumes of Florida birds. The
price pa for such material,. notwithstanding the efforts made to
create sympathy for the birds and a feeling against using the feathers
for hats and other decorative purposes, is eamch year becoming er,
showing how great is the demand and bow profitable the ira to
these men milliners.

I now quote from Mr. Gilbert Pearson, member of the Ameri-
can Ornithologists’ Union: :

I visited a large colony of herons on Horse Hommock {central Flor-
idn) on April 27, 18E8. al hundped IS were thers at the
time. * * * ‘Three years later I visited the beronry, but the scene
had changed. Not a heron was visible. The call had come from north-
ern cities for greater quan heron plumes for milllnery. The
plume hunter had discovered the colony, and a few shattered nests were
all that was left to tell of the once populous coleny. The few surviv-

tenants, if there were any, had fled in terror to the recesses of
wilder swamps. A few miles north of Waldo, in the flat, pine our
rty eame one day upon a litte swamp where we had been told herons
red in numbers. Upon approaching the place the screams of young
birds reached our ears. The cause of this soon became ap t by the
buzzing of Ereen files and the heaps of dead herons festering in the
sun, with the back of each bird raw and bleeding. * * * You
lsgl-onsﬁhad been left by scores in the nests to perish from exposure
rvation,

Mr. H. K. Job, State ornithelogist of Connecticut, has the fol-
lowing to say in reply to the claim of the plumage trade that the
egrets are not injured in the eollection of their plumage:

TWhat a spectacle, the dark-green mangrove foliage dotted with ibises
of dazzling whiteness, * pink curlews™ (the local name for the roseate
spoonbill), and blue-tinted herons. Wherever 1 may penetrate in future
wanderings I ean never hope to see anytbing to surpass er in some
respects to equal that u which 1 now gawed. Years ago suvch sights
could be found all over Florida and other Souibern States. This is the
last pitiful remnant of hosts of innocent, exquisite creatures slaughtered
for a brutal, senseless—vyes, eriminal—milinery folly. 8uch inaecessible
tapgles of southern Florida are the iast places of refuge, the last ditch
in the st for existence to which these splendid species have been
driven. {* Wild Wings.,” by H. K. Job, p. 54.)

1 reveled In the sights and sounds of thiz wenderful place, which is
probably the largest and perhaps the only large egret rookery in Nerth

Ciudsd Bolivar during the
verbal

America. The only reason that it exists to-day I= because it Is guarded
by armed wardens who will arrest or, if pecessary, shoot any person

tm«!nmthe{rcpemwiu:n By ¥ %
That the work of destruction goiungm with rapidity one can not
re

fail to renlize who has been in Florida, iree years ago these beaufiful
and spectacular gpecies were to be scen bearly everywhbere, In 1903
1 had bard work find a few scattered colonies in the remotest and

wildest parts of the State, Mr. ¥. M. Chapman went there last season
and found them all practically annihilated. The same is becoming true
even in southern Brazil (™ iWild Wings,” by H. K. Joh, pp. 143-145.)

Mr. BMITH of Arizona. Mr. President, I am in hearty
sympathy with the purpose of the Benator, but it strikes me
that it is not as much n question of imports here as it is the
prevention of the slaughter of birds in our own States.

Mr. McLEAN. I am coming to that.

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. If the fact be that prehibiting the
imports of these feathers is going fo increase the slaughter at
home under {he lax regulations of onr own Btate, I doubt
whether the Senator will accomiplish the purpese in which he
and I both have such intense sympathy.

I appreciate the awful crime of the slaunghier of the birds of
America. Can we not, under our interstate-commerce power
or by some other device within Federal control, make up for
what the State lacks in the performance of its duty in the
protection of game or song birds and accomplish the resuit
by that means rather than by a mere attempt to prevent the
importation? In otker words, I much prefer that they skould
be imported from other countries than killed at home. T am
intensely in favor of the protection of bird life, and I shall be
found always doing my Dbest through all effective meary to
accomplish that most humane and beneficial end.

Mr. McLEAN. 1 shall undertake to show to the Senator
btefore I finish, if he will do wme the honor to listen, that the
egret is a small item in the matter of bird protection. They
bave been exterminated by the bird pirates and exist only in
heronries which are guarded by wardens with rifles, My pur-
pose in calling the attention of the Senate to the cruel and
wanton destruction of the egret is to show how the trade bhas
deceived the public in the past. Of course, what we are inter-
ested in, in the first place, is the saving of Americau birds, but
if the Senator will bear in mind that during eight months of
the year all our birds of bright plumage go to the islands of
the sea, Central America, and South America, and there are the
prey of the bird pirates and are killed there and exported to
England, France, or Germany and there mounted and returned
to this country, he will see possibly that some benefit may arise
in preventing the importation of our own birds into this
country in that way.

Notwithstanding this overwhelming proof that the plumage
birds were all killed in the nesting season and by and for the
trade, and for the New York trade until very recently, we find
this astonishing statement in the Feather Trade: r

1 can assure you most solemnly that the trade has no agenis who
are known or encouraged to poach upon preserves or reservations.
That such peaching goes on is undoubied. Men who are working in
the lands where wild birds are plentiful will kili what they ran,
where they can, and when they can, and they will make the best use
they can of the plumages, whether there is or i8 not a market.
(Feathers and Facts, p. 63.)

Mr. President, the fate of the egret is the fate of all the birds
of bright plumage, and all of them have been found to be of
great economie value as destroyers of insect pests. =

In the brief of the Trade submitted to the Finance Com-
mittee of the Senate we find the following statement:

IWe. the unﬂ:imlg:neld. itr:mcrters a&d];naﬁg%tu:ers tl::;f rom!]g? bi{d
umage, excepting a €8, ctfn ) 0 rovision in

Bd:adule N, 337, oi; thﬁsw m?&?"ﬁm. H.yR. 3321, p
We deal execlusively in the plumage of birds of foreign nativity.

totally dissimilar to any American birds, and, needless to a if the

aforementioned provision is enacted this industry must come t3 an end.

The effrontery of this statement, to say nothing of its inac-
earacy, will be best understood by calling the attention of the
Sennte to the facts eollected by Mr. James Buckland and printed
in his work, The Destruction of Plumage Birds, published in
1909. I use the word “ facis” because Mr. Buckland bases his
statements upon diplomatic and consular reports, which can not
be controverted.

1 guote as follows:

VENEZUELA.
THE WHITE HERON.

Thirty years ago there were heronries in Florida which were estimated
con severally, about 3,000,000 white heromns. At the same
od prodigions maoltitudes of these birds roamed wildly over China.
t even these wvast hordes could not withstand slaughter doring the

breeding season, and now the white heron is practically exterminated

in Nox?i‘h America and in the Middle Kingdom.

From the many offieial retorns in my possession showing the extent
of the annual slaughter of this bird, T will extract two. They are taken
from the Diplomatic and Consular Reports on the Trade and Commerce
of Venezuela, and show the guantity of egret plumes exported from

8 and 1908, respectively. 1 ¢mote
or 1898: * The guantity of egret feathers

to

tim from the report
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experted has this year reached the high total of 2,839 kiles. Con-
s'dering that about 870 birds have to be killed to produce one kilo of
the small feathers, or about 215 birds for one kilo of the larger, the
destruction of these birds must be very tfﬂ'at. and will no doubt affect
the produciion before long.” Commenting on these figures, her late
M:aiesty's minister at Caracas said—I again quote from the report—
* If, therefore, we take the average, the number of birds killed last year
was 1,538,738, but if we take the highest number it was 2,469,030, and
even the lowest accounts for the slaughter of 610,385."

Now, let us torn to the consular report for 1908—only five years ago.
In this instance the quantity is given in ounces, and from these official
flzures we learn that the total export of egret plumes last year was
42,086 ounces, It Is acknowledged by the trade that it takes, on an
averaze, six birds to yleld one ounce of these scapular plumes. If
trerefore we multiply this number of ounces by six, we will ascertain
the number of white herons killed in Venezuela in 1808, The product
is 257.016. That Is to sng. if we take the avera mentioned by the
British minister in the 18908 report—which I think fair—the effect of
10 years' slaughter was to reduce the production—I use round num-
Lers—f{rom one million and a balf to 250,000,

‘Phese particular figures can not be considered too gravely. They fur-
nish complete evidence not only of the rapid diminution of the species
in Venezuela but also complete evidemce—unless effective protection
comes in time to save the bird—that what has happened in North
America and in China is going to happen in Bouth America, and, for the
matter of that, in every country in the universe in which the white
heron is found.

THH JABIRU.

The shallow lagoons which are occasionally met with in the great
savanna regions of the middle Orinoco district in Venezuela are favorite
feeding grounds of the American jabiru, the largest but one of all
living storks, Slow and deliberate In its movements, and walking
always with military precision, this giant bird is known locally as the
“ goldler stork.” In the country districts of Venezuela one kel
to hear many stories of the part this bird with martial tread has fill
in shaping the history of that country. One very good one is in con-
nection with the Venezuelan war for independence, and relates how a
bedy of Spanish soldiers mounted a rise in the savanna they were
crossing to be suddenly confronted in the distance with a long line of
soldiers in red jackets and white trousers marching toward them with
all the precision of veterans. Without waiting for a closer acquaintance
the Spaniards turned and fled. They had come upon a flock of jabiru.

Some idea of the slze and strength of this bird may be gathe
from the fact that the nest, which is a great platform of sticks, bullt
usually in a solitary tree in the midst of a great rolling savanna, con-
taips pleces of wood 4 or 5 feet In len¥th and as large around as a
man's wrist. Such a grand bird was not made for vulgar desecration,
yet for the last 10 years there has been a growing demand for its
wing and tail feathers. In the London plume sales alone there were
catalogued last year 28,250 of these quills,

In the Consular Report for 1208 we find that, exclusive of the plumes
of the white heron, there were exported from Ciudad Bolivar during
that year 10,612 pounds weight of “ other feathers and plumage.” Five
tons, nearly, of feathers shipped from one port in one year? 1 asklfon
to ponder on these figures and to reflect what this annual hecatoml of
bLirds darkly yet plainly indicates.

THE WEST INDIES.

The anclent Mexicans looked upon the hummlng birds as emblems of
{he sonl, as the Greeks did upon the butterfly, and held that the spirits
of their warriors who had died in defense of their religion were trans-
formed into these most brilliant of living creatures in the mansion of
the sun.

[t Is a curious thonght which i1s brought out by the fact that ecen-
turicz later in the world’s development the humming bird should be
marked out for slaughter more ‘than any other bird. Its destruction
in the West Indles has been such that certain species with a restricted
habitat are already exterminated, while others are at the point of ex-
termination. In Trinidad, for example, the number of species has been
rerfiuced from 18 to 5.

The humming bird is protected by law and by sentiment throughout
the Crown colonies of the West Indian division. Yet the mouth of the
dealer is filled with langhter.

Mr. WILLIAMS. If the Senator will pardon me, I do not
want to take up the time of the Senate, but I wish to say that
when I was a boy there were humming birds all over my part
of the country ; there must have been 500 varieties of them; and
they were of every colored wings that you could imagine,
bronze, searlet, green, blue, and everything else. I do not see
a humming bird now twice in a season.

Mr. McLEAN. The reason why is because many of our hum-
ming birds go to Cuba for the winter and are there killed'in
great numbers. I read a report a few years ago stating that
some 30,000 humming birds in one shipment were sent from
Cuba to Europe to be mounted, and in one auction sale in Lon-
don I think nearly 2,000 of these birds were sold for 2 cents
apiece.

Mr. LANE. Will the Senator allow me to account to the
Senator from Mississippi for the dearth of humming birds in
his part of the country at this time and in confirmation of what
the Senator from Connecticut has been saying? I have here a
specimen of one of these American humming birds [exhibit-
ing]. It was mailed to me by some one a number of days ago.
It shows the skin of an American humming bird which was
killed in Cuba and shipped to Europe and prepared and re-

- shipped and sold in this country for the purpose of decorating
hats. I think if the Senator from Mississippl will look at it he
will recognize an old friend. The statement which accompanies
this specimen is as follows:

This American homming bird was sold at the August auction of the
London feather trade in 1912 for 2 cents along with 1,509 others like it

at the same price. At the first three of the guarterly London sales of
1912 the following bird skins were sold: 129,168 egrets, 13,508 herons,

20,698 birds of paradise, 41,090 humming birds,
ete., and 9,472 other birds, making a tot 3:%33,25‘00.4 PRRS RIS

The Senator will notice in this exhibit which I make that the
pennies which originally accompanied it are gone. I have trans-
ferred them to my pocket for safekeeping.

Mr. McLEAN. I will say to the Senator from Oregon that I
am not at all sure his exhibit is an American humming bird.
I had one sent to me, but I was so uncertain of it that I did not
feel justified in calling the attention of the Senate to it, because
it seemed to me that it might be a Brazilian bird.

Mr. WILLIAMS. It may be a Brazilian bird.

Mr. McLEAN. There are a great many varieties, T may say.
I saw recently a report of a cloak made of humming-bird skins
in Paris and sold for $10,000, if I remember correctly.

I have here reports with regard to the destruction of the
American flamingo on the Bahama Islands, and I quote from the
})ub&lcauon *The Destruction of Plumage Birds,” by Mr. Buck-

and:
THE BiAmiumMa IsrpAxDs,

THE AMERICAN FLAMINGO,

In December, 1904, Mr. Frank M. Chapman, curator of mammalogy
and ornithology in the American Museum of Natural History., published
an account of his discovery of a breeding ground of this singular bird in
one of the outer Bahama Islands. Unwittingly he did more, as you
shall gsee. 1 propose readlng an extract from his fine plece of deserip-
tive wrttln[g:

“Ten minutes wading through shallow water brought us so pear the
now greatly enlarged pink band that with a glass the birds could be
peen unmistakably seated on thelr conical nests of sand, and with an
utterly indescribable feeling of exultation we advanced rﬂpidliy to view
at short range this wonder of wonders in bird life. At a distance of
about 300 yards * * * we first heard the honking note of alarm—
a wave of deep sound. Soon the birds began to rlse, standing on thelr
nests * * * gand waving thelr black and vermilion wings. As we
came a little nearer, In stately fashion the birds began to move, uni-
formly, like a great body of troops, they stepped slowly forward, Liack
Qinlous waving and trumpets sounding, and then, when we were still

50 yards away, the leaders sprang into the air. File after file of the
winged hosts followed. The very earth seemed to eruJ)t birds, as flam-
ing masses streamed heavenwards. * * * They flew only a short
distance to windward, then, swinging with set wings, sailed over us—
& rushing, fiery clond.”

One would have sug?osed that Mr. Chapman's stirring words woull
have a?pealed to the higher elements of our nature; yet no sconer had
he disclosed the secret paths which led to this red city than the grasi.-
ing hand of man clawed it in its clutch. At one time it seemed iikely
that the negroes who were employed in the slaughter would banish the
wonder from the earth. As a set-off ngainst the mischief he hnd lnno-
cently done, Mr. Chapman made heroic efforts to save for future zenern-
tions what is assuredly the pinkest of all the pink pearls of the a-
bhamas. In the end—and to him the chief merit is duoe—the impending
peril was averted. The ranks of this red cohort, though sadly thinned,
now enjoy immunity from attack. The American flamingo has lLeen in-
cluded In the schedule of wild birds which are protected by law in the
Bahama Islands.

THE UNITED STATES,

THE ATLANTIC COAST,

No better instance of the destruction of species for the milligery
market can be given than the massacre of the shore birds of the At-
lantic coast of the United States. Twenty-five years ngo these birda
gwarmed all down this coast In incredible numbers.” To-day all that
remains of that extraordinary abundance is a few scattered cclonies,
rigidly gunrﬁed by wardens, The part which we played in this ap-
allin utchery may be measured from the fact that London was the
argest buyer of the wings of the gulls and terns which were shot on
these breeding grounds. For years the furious slaughter went on un-
checked. At length the consequences became visible everywhere. The
supply of wings, which at first had seemed inexhaustible, was rapidiy
approaching the vanishing point, Then, in response to an earuest
appeal by bird lovers, the Government of the United States stirred itself
to action, nnd on March 14, 1903, set aside I'elican Island, off the
eastern coast of Florida, as a bird reservation, thereby forging the first
link in that chaln of Insular bird sanctuaries which to-day stretches
from Maine to Texas.

But to create natlonal breeding grounds for the birds of the Atiantie
littoral was one thing, to protect the birds quite another. The agents
of the feather dealers were ever cruising in the ofing, and no man knew
the hour when they would swoop down and rald a sanctuary. So fre-
quent were these de]iredationa it became necessary to provide the
wardens with powerful seagoing launches that they might pass swiftly
and safely from island to island. Tlis increased facility of surveiliance
greatly interfered with the business of the ralders, who resented (he
check ‘put upon their actlons, and stories continually drifted across to
the mainland and into the office of the Department of the Interior con-
taining accounts of minor assaults and threatened assaults on wardens,
but nothing of a very atrocious nature. Then the people of the United
States were startled to hear that one of the chances a reservation
warden assumed when he entered upon the duties of his office was the
riﬂx of being compelled to surrender his life to the depravity of his
fellow men.

Oyster Key Reservation, a small island which lies off the coast of
Florida, 1s fringed with mangrove, and in these boshes nested a few
egrets which had escaped the general massacre—one of the very few
smalil colonies in which lies the only hope that one day these birds may
reestablish themselves In North America, This reservation was under
the charge of Guy IL. Bradley, a zealous guardian of the feathered wards
of the Government.

On Juig 8, 1905, Bradley heard the discharge of guns on the reserva-
tion, and, rowing across, found two raiders shooting the egrets.
Alarmed at his approach, the men rar to their boat, and rowed uff to
the schooner which had brought them to the island. DBradley reentered
his skiff and followed. He was in the act of climbing the schooner's
gide to arrest the offenders when one of them put his rifle to his shoul-
der and shot him dead.
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By a grave miscarriage of justice the murderer was allowed to go
free, the grand jury failing to indict him.

Three years passed, in which the resentment of the plume hunters
was confined to its former limits of minor assaults and threatened
assaults on wardens. Then, on Beptember 15, 1908, L. . Reeves, war-
den of the South Carolina reservations, was brutally murdered. He
was shot from ambush, just after dark, as he was nearing his home.
Two notorlous raiders had been threatened by Reeves with arrest, and
on the same day as the murder w23 commitied these men had bought
buckshot shells at St, George, T miles away, Reeves was shot with a
full eharge of buckshot, both wads and shot being found in the body.
The governor offered a reward of $500 for the capture of the mur-
derers, bot the men got away. ’

Two months later another human sacrifice was offered to woman'’s
deity. On November 30, 1908, Columbus G. McLeod, warden of the
bird reservation at the north end of Charlotte Harbor, Fla., was seen
alive for the last time. In the patrol boat was discovered his hat with
two long gashes in the crown, evidently cut with an ax. In the cuts
were bits of hair and blood, and there was also a conslderable quantity
of blood in the boat. The body was never found, and it is supposed
that it was thrown into the water by the murderer and carried out to
fe“ bf;y the tide, which runs very strong in that part of Charlotie
Iarbor,

From the day when man beeame man and walked erect he has slain
his fellow man for his gold. Now, the plumes of the egret are worth
£8 the ounce—double the value of gold.

THE PACIFIC COAST,

Little more than a decade of years ago there was no more populous
waterfowl district in the worll than through the lake region of south-
ern Oregon. It was, in fact, the nursery of the immense flocks of mi-
gratory waterfowl of the Pacific coast. o-day these shallow bodies of
water are almost depopulated. Prof. W. W, Cooke, of the Biological
Survey, states in one of the annual reports of the Department of Agri-
culture, that hundreds of tons of ducks were killed each season merely
for thelr green wing feathers and the bodies thrown away. ite
herons, swans. geese Yeiican& ibises, and other species too numerous to
mention here, were all slaughtered in a like way, and for a like paltry

end.

Bat it i8 of the destruction of the grebes that I intend to speak par-
ticularly. The grebe colonies which were scattered round the lakes
were probably the most extensive In the world. It was from here that
the feather merchkants for years obtained the bulk of the supply of
those silvery breast feathers which women were wont, while the supply
lasted, to attach to some portion or other of their attire. Durin @
last six or seven years there were from 20 to 30 camps of professional
killers and ekinners statloned along the border of Klamath Lake, and
the north end of Tule Lake, engaged solely in killing grebes. Wagons
visited the eamps regularly—about three times a week—to collect the
skins. This continued until every grebe which had lived on the north-
ern borders of Tule Lake had been wiped out of existence, and until the
great breeding grounds on the southern end of Lower Klamath Lake
had been reduced to a few small colonles.

When It had become evldent that the feather dealers had no inten-
tlon of staying their hands while a single grebe remained alive, the
Oregon Audubon Soclety, In the spring of 10908, subscribed $400 for
two capable field naturalists to make a trip to the lake district, and to
prepare a statement and an appeal to the General Government asking
jtlm.ttmm:um:- steps be taken to prevent the utter destruction of bird life
n s area, *

1 have space to give one extract only from this report. It refers
to the ebes on wer Klamath Lake. “* * * found but one
nest, and saw only an occasional scared bird. Skinned bodies floating

here and there told the story of disappearance.”

Suffice it to say that when the report reached Washington, Mr.
Roosevelt, with his usval admirable promptness and intelligent appre-
clation of the needs of bird protection, at once came to the rescue, and
in Aungust, 1908, sget aside Lower Klamath Lake, Harney Lake, and
Lake Malheur as bird reservations. .

But the dealers, who had been working the fleld systematically, had
not quite exhausted the supply of grebes on Lake Malheur, and they
were not going to allow even Executive orders and proclamations to
stand in the way of their doing so. Last season (1909) there were 6
indictments against dealers’ agents filed in the district attorney's office
at Burns for shontlngk ﬁrehes on Lake Malheur Reservation. These
indictments cited the killing of 400 grebes by one hunter and 1,000
by a second hunter. While these indictments were belng made a num-
ber of sacks belonging to a third hunter and containing the skins of
800 grebes were seized at the express office at Burns. Unfortunate
the poachers heard in advance that indictments were to be made an
escaped to California.

I will conclude these few remarks on what was once one of the most
extensive breeding grounds In the world with an extraet from the
monthly report ending May 31, 1009, of the State warden of Lake
Malheur Reservation: * Very few grebes are nesting on the reserve
this year—mute testimony of the inroads of previous market hunting.
A few gulls and terns are nesting, but very few.”

THE ISLANDS OF THE NorTH PACIFIC.

The extent to which the destruction of birds Is earried in the North
Pacific Ocean may be gauged by a few extracts from the report of
William Alanson Bryan, United BStates special lnspector of birds and
anlmals. The report Is dated October 31, 1904, and is addressed “ To
the Hon. Thecdore Roosevelt, President of the United States.” In this
oflicial communication Mr. Bryan states:

“ During the past few years I have visited practically all of the low
coral islands in the North Pacific, and bave been appalled at the de-
struction of the birds on these islands by Japanese ?ume hunters, who
made a business of visiting not only the bird islands of their own
possessions but those of the United States as well, and killing birds by
the hundreds of thousands. On Marcus Island a party had been at
work for six years. . In that short time they had wiped out of existence
ogne of the largest albatross colonies in these waters. So complete was
their work of destruction that during the year of my visit they had
only secured 13 specimens of the albatross. Yhile there I estimated
that they had 40,000 tern skins ready for shipment, which was the
eccond boatload to be shipped that year. * * * Midway Island
at the tlsi Iolrl my vlsli’.f was h-:.-ovm;‘edd \;vl;é)tgrmt heugs ‘of albatross
CArCASSes WHIch 0 Créw o achers ha {14 0 rot on
the qulll feathers had heenp;ﬂled out of each bird.” e i

The report then deals with the depredations on Lislansky Island,
which is one of the outlying Hawailan islets, cnd is a wonderful center
of ocean bird life. For the purpose of brevity 1 will present this por-

tion of Mr. Bryan's report in my own words: In 1904 a Tokyo firm
fitted out a schooner at Yokahama and dispatched her to this island,
the object of the expedition being the collectlon of Plumﬂg@ for the
millinery mark of Europe. The staff of killers, skinners, and taxi-
dermists on board numbered 87. The schooner duly arrived at her
destination, when the party landed and commenced at once to kill the
birds. A few weeks later their presence on the Island was observed
'bg the eaptain of a ship engag in the %'un.uo trade, who reported
the matter to the chief authorities at Honolulu., The U. 8. 8. Thetis,
of the Revenue Service, was at once dispatched to stop these unlawful

operations. She arrived at Lisiansky Island to find that the raiders
had nlreaa}y collected 335 cases of plumage, representing the skins and
feathers of 300,000 birds.

After relating this Incident, Mr. Bryan tak in order, all the low
Islands of the chain and shows how each s similarly scourged.

The raids led to an Mterchan;]:e of views on the subject between
Washington and Tokyo. It is only fair to Japan to say that she at
once issued an order warning ship eaptains not to carry men who were
engaged in this piracy. But the raids continued. Then, In reply to
further protests from Washington, the Japanese minister for foreign
affairs presented his compllments to his excelleney the American min-
ister, and, while assuring him of Japan's sympathy and cooperation in
the” matter of the bird ?nws of the United &atm. had the honor to
inform him that the class of men engaged in plume collecting was
comi:oaed largely of lawless marauders. The Japanese minlster for
foreign affairs knew what he was talking about. In 1908 the skins of
about 50,000 terns from these islands came under the hammer in
Mincing Lane. 1 have not yet completed the details of the Lendon

lume sales for this year, but I notice that terns from the North

aclfic continne-to be a feature of the catalogues.

On December 17, 1904, the nominee of a syndicate of Europeans
addressed a letter to the governor of Honolulu, In which he made the
following proposal : He was to be granted a lease of a certain number
of the North Pacific islands—which he specified and which are the
[u'lncipal breeding grounds of such albatrosses and terns as are left to
hese waters—on these conditions: He would agree for 10 years to
plant each year not less than 1,000 coconut trees. After expatiating
on the benefits which would accrue to the country and to the prople
from the change of a bird reservation Into a "coconut plantation,
the nominee went on to say that he would agree to protect the birds,
but asked for the privilege of kiiling annually such numbers as would
not, In his opinion, affect the continuance of the several specles.
Finally he agreed to pay to the Territory 10 per cent of the het reali-
zations from the sale of the bird skins.

This disingenuous attempt to secure to the mlillinery interest a con-
cession which would have meant the annlhilation within four or five
years of almost every bird in the north Pacifie Ocean was exposed by
Mr. William Dutcher and vetoed by the Department of the Interior.

Mzr. President, the truth of the matter is, the plumage hunters
slaughtered the American egret until they were stopped by
armed wardens. but not until they had committed all the crimes
in the code from theft to murder.

It further appears that the plumage trade has done all that
it could do to exterminate every other Amerlcan bird of hright
plumage from the humming bird to the albatross. It is no
thanks to the feather trade, and very little thanks to the Fed-
eral Government, that there is a plumage bird now living in the
United States.

The claim that the trade does not deal in American birds is
true only so far as it may be unable to buy American birds.
All of our birds—humming birds, orioles, scarlet tanagers, In-
digo birds, plover—in fact, any bird of bright plumage, when it
leaves the United States In the autumn spends seven or eight
months far away from the protection of our State or Federal
laws, the prey of the bird killers. In the London auction rooms
we find the following birds in the market and sold by the thou-
sands: Humming birds, 2 cents each; tanagers, 9 cents each;
and orioles, any one of which is worth a hundred dollars to the
American farmer, 6 cents each. Is it probable that a trade
which in the past has never been caught telling the truth will
to-day limit its shameful occupation to the purchase of Euro-
pean orioles and tanagers only? The fact of the matter is that
this trade is world-wide. It buys every bird that is brought
to it and which it can resell at a profit.

It has left behind it a trail of savage cruelty and civilized
greed and cunning, and nothing whatever to commend it except
the blood money it has collected from ignorant women. I say
ignorant women, Mr. President, because no woman worthy of
the name will encourage this trade once she understands her
responsibility for it

It is said that protests against the House proviso have been
received from Germany. Let me ecall the attention of the Senate
to the fact that for many years Germany, by imperial act, has
strictly prohibited the killing of the useful and beautiful birds
within her own borders. Upon what ground and with what
grace do the German merchants ask us to find a market for
their contraband goods?

I want to call the attention of the Senate to the fact that the
German Nation was the pioneer in the matter of effective bird
protection. In 1868 the German farmers and foresters, after
their twenty-sixth general assembly, appealed to the Austiian
and Hungarian foreign minister, begging him to use his influ-
ence to persuade both Austria and Hungary to join them in their
efforts to protect the birds valuable to agriculture and forestry.

The Germans from their earliest history have been alive to
the value of birds, and in later years have been most persistent
in their determination to protect their own birds. The Emperor
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Frederick II was known as the “ Crown Fowler "—1215—and
wrote a book on birds which is said to have been remarkable in
its day. In 1777 Lippe Detwold issued a decree protecting
birds. In Sax-Coburg birds were protected by decree in 1800,
In 1837 the Grand Duke of Hesse forbade the slavghter and sale
of birds useful to agriculture, and provided for the protection
of nests and broods.

It was upon the initiative of the German farmers and forest-
ers that the first ornithological congresses were held, which
finally resulted in united action on the part of the natioas of
Europe.

In 1908 11 FEuropean nations—Austria, Germany, Belgium,
Spain, France, Greece, Monaco, Portugal, Sweden and Norway,
Switzerland, and Luxemburg—ratified a joint treaty for the
protection of birds.

As long as the German Government punishes with heavy
penalties the killing of her own birds, I do not believe that the
United States trespasses upon international comity or courtesy
when she declines to buy contraband birds or thelr plumage.

It is said that this proviso will encourage the destruction of
American birds; that the demands of the trade will be so
strong when the importations ara shut out that it will compel a
raid upon American birds.

Mr. President, Dr. Field, the Massachusetts game commis-
sioner, testified before the congressional committee that he had
within a few years prosecuted over 75 milliners for selling the
plumage of native birds in Massachusetts, and in every in-
stance the defendant clalmed that he could not tell the native
from the foreign plumage when it was received from the deal-
ers. It was found in the trial of these cases that all manner
of beantiful American birds were killed and their plumage sent
to Berlin or London or Paris, and there mounted and returned
to this country as foreign plumage. IHow easy, under these eir-
cumstances, for the traders who appeared before the Finance
Committee to swear that they never deal in Ameriean birds.
And how clear it is that only by the strictest guard over our
imports can we prevent the cunning dealers from stealing our
birds =nd selling them back to us as foreign birds.

It is contended by the trade that the enactment of this law
will throw those now engaged in it out of employment—the
game claim that was made and abandoned in London because
entirely without foundation.

The savages who do the killing will hardly excite our sym-
pathy. As for the milliners, there is ample proof that the trade
will be quickly diverted to artificial lines, which will multiply
manyfold the labor now reqguired to mount the natural plumes.

I have in my office a few samples of what is‘now being done
in the line of artificial plumes made of the feathers of domestic
fowls, also a few samples illustrating what can be done with
the ostrich plumes, which I shall be glad to show to any Sen-
ator who feels interested.

It was declared by the trade when New York passed its law
prohibiting the sale of imported plumage resembling that of
native birds those 20,000 people would be thrown out of em-
ployment. The trade was forced to admit later on that nothing
of the kind had hanpened.

Right here I want to eall attention to an amendment which
was offered as a compromise and which permits the importation
of the plumage from game and noxious, or pestiferous birds.
I will say with regard to this amendment that it opens the
door so wide that the trade will go on precisely as before. The
only way to protect our birds is to stop the sale of their plumage
as such. As long as you permit the sale of plumage the birds
will be killed for their feathers alone.

The plea that the feathers of game birds should be admitted
is easily answered. Game birds are and will be imported with
their feathers on, and this law will in no way affect the trade
‘in game birds. Where the plumage of gnme birds is imported,
it is taken in the nesting season and the bodies of the birds are
thrown away.

The tons of ptarmigan wings recently imported from Russia
meant the slanghter of tens of thousands of game birds in the
spring for their wings only.

It is very clear to those who meet this question fairly that the
way to protect the birds is to stop the sale of their plumage.
As long as birds' feathers are worth their weight in gold the
birds who happen to produce them will be hunted to the utter
most parts of the earth. Nearly all of the civilized nations
prohibit the killing of plumage and Insectivorous birds. But
there is still a vast fleld ungunarded, where the bird pirate can
ply his trade, and will ply his trade as long as the highly
civilized nations furnish a market for his victims. If the
people of the civilized nations have at last been aroused to the
great economic value of the birds of the world and the need
of immediate and strict protection to prevent their extermina-
tion they must stop the trade in plumage, except such as ecan

be provided by the ostrich and domesticated birds, or their
efforts to protect will be in vain.

Now, let us look at the precise situation in so far as it affects
the United States to-day. Less than a year ago Congress by
law prohibited the killing of the migratory song and nsectivor-
ous birds at any and all seasons of the year, and the plumage
birds are included in this list. Under the spirit and letter of
this law we are particeps criminis. We are receiving stolen
goods if we permit the trade in contraband plumage to continue.

Again, and still more to the point, many of the States of the
Union—New York, Massachusetts, Pennsylvania, Louisiana,
Ohlo, Colorado, Oregon, Washingon, South Dakota, Missouri,
and Maryland—all prohibit the sale of the plumage of native
birds, and in New York, New Jersey, and Pennsylvania the
plumage of all birds resembling the native birds is outlawed
and can not be sold. I assume that this situation will appeal
strongly to the Senators who represent States where plumage
is now contraband. What is there in this trade that shonld
tempt any Senator to encourage and invite violations of the
laws of his own State? It was found in Massachusetts that the
trade at once took advartage of {he opportunity to dell there
great quantities of native plumage slightly manipulated to re-
semble the plumage of similar birds killed in foreign countries.!

Again, Mr. President, this Senate passed a resolution at this
very session inviting the President to negotiate conventions with
foreign nations for the protection of birds. Not our birds: not
game birds; not migratory birds; not song or insectivorous or
plumage birds; but birds, the avi fauna of the world.

The adoption of that resolution by this Senate committed
this Senate to secure, if possible, an intelligent world purpose
and agreement to save the useful birds whenever and wherever
they need saving. The President of the United States and the
Secretary of State have both assured me that they will give
their best endeavor to this request of the Senate, as they are
both in hearty sympathy with its purpose.

The House of Representatives has come to the aid of the
Senate by passing the wise and timely proviso which is now
under discussion. I may be pardoned for insisting that the
Senate can not now honorably or wisely decline to follow where
it has already pointed the way by solemn resolution. How can
we appeal to other nations to save our birds if we now right-’
about face and deliberately legalize the killing of their birds
by protecting the market of the bird destroyers?

The trade now suggests that a commission be appointed to
take this whole matter into consideration in order that some
wise compromise and concert of acfion may be reached. For 30
years this shameful and cruel traffic has perpetuated itself by
fraud and subterfuge and crime in the gunise of compromise,
always asking for more time, always keeping its neck out of the
halter by playing the caprice and greed of one nation over and
against the caprice and greed of other nations, always protest-
Ing its innocence and always found guilty when tried. I haope,
sir, that its day in this court is over and that it will be told to
divert its activities into respectable channels. It always asks
for more time—it has already had too much time. Oue or two,
years more means destruction for the birds, and one or two more,
years cf anxiety and suspense and expense for the friends of
the birds. This fizht has been a voluntary one. and it has been
a long fight and mest discouraging at times. Since I have been
brought in contaet with those who have conducted it I have been
deeply impressed with their courage and unselfish devotion to
their cause.

I can not cloge this feeble and incomplete appeal to the Senate
in their behalf without expressing my belief that the people of
this couniry are under great and lasting obligation to the
naturalists who have at last succeeded in bringing public opin-
ion to their support. The ornithologistis are enthusiasts; they
are as fearless and suspicious as crusaders. Their experience
with lawmakers for 50 years has made them so. If the birds
are saved, it will be due to the ornithologists and Audubon
societies of this country who have pounded the indifferent legis-
lator night and day until he has finally opened his eyes to a
duty which has been fearfully neglected. '

If any Senator will read the recent publications of Dr.
Hornaday or Dr. Forbush, two of the great living authoritles
upon birds and their value to agriculture and the way these
birds have been treated by the trade, he will get some idea of
the service the bird lovers have rendered to soclety. I am
informed that both of these men appeared before the Finance
Committee or sent briefs to that committee for their con-
sideration.

When the migratory-bird bill was under consideration lIast
year Dr. Hornaday sent to each Senator a copy of his Iatest
work, Our Vanishing Wild Life. If any Senator desires to know
the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth about this
matter, I advise him to read this book.
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Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President—

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Connecticut
yield to the Senator from Georgia?

Mr. McLEAN. I do.

Mr, 3MITH of Georgin. I should like to ask the Senator
from Connecticut if he has read an article sent out by this same
gentleman in reference to the Finance Committee and the sub-
committee of that committee? I want to say for myself that,
if he is no more trutiiful in his other publications than he was
in that, the article was so utterly false, I would not care to
read anything he wrote.

Mr. McLEAN. I was not aware that the doctor had made
Talse statements to the commititee.

Mr. SMITIH of Georgia. Not to the committee, but he issued
a circular that was utterly false.

Mr. McLEAN. If so the doctor was misinformed. He is an
enthusiast, as I have said.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia, I think that is true.

Mr. McLEAN. They are zealous men, these ornithologists;
they have fought for the birds for many years; and they have
had very little encouragement from lawmakers. Now they
think they see victory for their cause, and they do not take
this action kindly. The Senate of the United States, after
having solemnly requested the President to negotiate conven-
tions with other nations for the protection of useful birds,
should be consistent and not right about face in the manner
now threatened.

Mr. SMITII of Georgia. If the Senator will yield to me for
just a moment with reference to this matter, 1 desire to state
that that was no excuse for sending out such a publication. I
only want to say with reference to 1t. if the Senator will yield
to me for a moment, that I believe that the Senator is right,
that the doctor is really such an enthusiast on this subject that
his zeal led him to act without proper reflection. I really be-
lieve his purposes were good, althongh his statements about the
subcommittee were so inexcusable that, if we were disposed to
take offense, we certalnly would have been justified in doing so.

Mr. McLEAN. I hope the Senator will be as considerftte as
possible, for I am guite sure that the doctor would not inten-
tionally make a misstatement. He is intensely in earnest in this
matter and justly suspicious of the plumage trade.

Mr. Pearson, secretary of the National Association of Audu-
bon Societies, appeared before the Committee on Finance. Oth-
ers who are deeply interested in this subject are Mr. Henry
Oldys, the well-known ornithologist and lecturer; Mr. Joseph
Grinnell, of the California Academy of Sciences; Mr. Casper
Whitney, editor of the Outdoor World; Mr. Warren H. Miller,
editor of Field and Stream; Mr, Walter Stone, president of the
Pennsylvania Audubon Society; Mr. John H. Wallace, commis-
sioner of game and fish of the State of Alabama and a loyal
friend of the ornithologists; Mr. Ernest Napier, president of
the New Jersey State Game Commission; Mr. W. P. Taylor,
ornithologist of Berkeley, Cal.; May Riley Smith, chairman
bird protection committee of the General Federation of Women's
Clubs; Katherine H. Stuart, chairiman bird department Virginia
Federation of Women’s Clubs; Mr. Albert H. Pratt, president
of the John Burroughs Nature Club; Mr. Willlam F. Bade,
president of the California Associated Societies for the Con-
servation of Wild Life,

D’might continue this list indefinitely. There is hardly a
town or village in the country that does not have its Audubon
society preaching the gospel of bird conservation, all due to the
untiring zeal of the ornithologists who, after years of con-
scientious and inereasing appeal, have lifted the insectivorous
birds to their true position in the economies of nature.

My interest in this matter arose from my observation of the
rapid decrease in the game birds of this country, and it was in
my study of the game birds and my desire to save them that
I found the real source and strength of the bird-protection
movement. The game clubs sound well, but they are organized
to kill as well as protect., The Audubon societies are organized
to save. The ornithologists have at last rallied the people of
this country to their support, and my hope is that the Congress
of the United States, having once taken up their cause, will
continue steadfast. Let us stop the killing now, and if, as the
trade claims, the birds will increase in such numbers as to be a
burden we can, when that time comes, appoint a commission
to look into the matter, and, if they are to be killed, let it be
done by some other method than slow starvation in the nesting
season.

When the migratory-bird bill was under consideration I called
the attention of the Senate to the fact that all of the civilized
nations are now alive to the great economic value of the insectiv-
orous birds, and it is now well known that the birds which are

killed for their plumage are counted among those which are
valuable to agriculture,

I have also endeavored to impress upon the Senate the fact
that for humanitarian reasouns the cruel and inhuman methods
of the bird destroyers should be stopped at cnce. I have not
touched personally upon the ethics invelved in this question, but
it is now and always has been my belief that sentiment has
done more for civilization than money, and when the money is
tainted, as that in the plumage trade is tainted, with unspeakable
cruelty if not erime, I am sure every Member of this great body
will find excuses if not admiration and approval for the senti-
ment which eries out against this butchery and the fashion
which sustains it. And, furthermore, these considerations are
all outside the intense pleasure and profit many people find in
the companionship and study of birds. Mr. Prezident, I could
vote to save the birds for their beauty alone. It may be a weak-
ness, sir, but when_ the birds fail to come to my door in the
spring you ean have the door and the spring, too, for neither of
them will interest me. It may be thought by some that the sub-
ject is a trivial one and that it onght not to be interjected into
the United States Senate when so many matters of vital impor-
tance are pressing for consideration. My excuses for pleading
the cause of the birds are two. First, I want their case tried
and justice done to them for their own sake; second, I want
the birds saved before we as a great people learn by experience
that the birds are more vital to our comfort and happiness than
we are to theirs.

I sincerely hope that my friends upon the other side of this

Chamber will not insist upon making this a party question.
They will find little support for the proposition that the salva-
tion of the Democratic Party calls for the destruction of the
birds.
+ We have been called a commercial people by our neighbors
across the water; we have been told a great many times that
our high ideals are easily lowered in the presence of easy money
or real estate. We are quite sure that our neighbors have been
overjealous and overzealous in their criticisms of American cul-
ture and ‘motive, but if now with our eyes open we deliver the
useful and beautiful birds to the slaughter, we do it for the
pieces of silver we are offered in exchange for their feathers,

I sincerely hope that this public and complete surrender to
the commerecial instinct will not be recorded in this bill, and if it
is I shall be glad to see the Republican Party puhhc]y recorded
against it

Mr. O'GORMAN. May I ask the Senator from Conaecl;cut a
gquestion?

Mr. McLEAN. Certainly.

Mr. O'GORMAN. I do not want to anticipate his suggestion,
but I desire to ask what amendment is the Senator inclined to
offer to the bill as reported by the Senate committee?

Mr. McLEAN. I will say to the Senator from New York that
my amendment simply provides for the restoration of the House
proviso.

Mr. O'GORMAN. As to that I am in hearty accord with the
Senator from Connecticut. I am in entire sympathy with the
views to which he has given expression. I exceedingly regretted
that the Finance Committee did not see the wisdom of adhering
to the provision as proposed by the House, and I expect, when
this provision comes up for discussion in the .Senate, that there
will be no substantial opposition to the provision beingz re-
committed to the Finance Commiftee, with the hope that fur-
ther reflection will induce that committee to adhere to the pro-
visions found in the House bill,

r. McLEAN. I am very glad to hear that announcement
from the Senator from New Yorlk.

I desire to print in the REcorp a letier written to the Washing-
ton Star, quoting Sir Harry H. Johnston, who has had many ex-
periences in Africn. I read this letter, as it bears very strongly
upon the proposition that this is an international question and
that the heron is not as bad as he has been painted by the
Senator from Missouri:

[From the Washington Star.]

HARMLESS WILD BIRDS OF GREAT USE TO MAN—ENGLISH WRITER ARGUES
FOR PRESERVATION OF FOES TO TSETSE FLIES,
[Foreign correspondence of the Star.]
Loxpox, May 19, 1913,

Bir Harry H. Johnston has written a letter to the Times on the
preservation of rare, useful, beautiful, and harmless wild birds. He
gaid it is tha du? and almost the obligation of Governments to deal
with this subject intelligently and with a definite purpose——

Mr. LANE. Mr. President

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Con-
necticut yield to the Senator from Oregon?

Mr, McLEAN., Certainly.
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Mr. LANE. I merely desire to indorse the statement made by
the Senator In relation to what has happened on the Pacific
coast, and particularly in Oregon, as to our game birds, and
what is happening to other birds which are being destroyed for
their plumage, which is used for millinery purposes. Where
formerly water fowl were to be seen in countless thousands they
are now becoming scarce, and I have no doubt that if remedial
mensures are not adopted every bird will be destroyed.

In the old days we had the elk. We had them in large herds;
but they were killed for the pitiful sum of $1 apiece, which was
derived from the sale of their hides. It is wrong; we are mak-
ing a mistake in this respect, I am quite sure, and we ought to
correct it before we go further.

I wish, Mr. President, to indorse the proposed amendment of
the Senator from Connecticut and to say that my sympathy is
I\;:;lth him in the effort which he is making for the protection of

rds,

Mr. McLEAN. I thank the Senator from Oregon. I was
reading a letter from Africa to the Washington Star. There is
a great continent, which we hope will be returned to civiliza-
tion, a place where white men can live in comfort and pros-
perity.

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Con-
necticut yield to tlie Senator from North Carolina?

Mr. McLEAN. Certainly.

Mr. SINMONS. Mr. President, I do not know what the com-
mittee may do if this paragraph is recommitted to it. There
have been some expressions of dissatisfaction with the action of
the committee in striking out a part of the proviso in the House
bill ; and, in deference to that dissatisfaction, it was the purpose
of the committee, when this paragraph was reached, to ask
that it be sent back to the committee, in order that there might
be further consideration and discussion; but what will be done
about it of course I can not say, and I do not think any Senator
can now say. That, however, was not the purpose for which I
rose. . Il

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, before the Senator pro-
ceeds to another topic——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Con-
necticut yield to the Senator from New Hampshire?

Mr. McLEAN. Certainly. "

Mr, GALLINGER. gSeveral items have already been sent back
to the commitiee. I will ask the Senator from North Carolina
if it is the purpose of the chairman to call the full committee
together to consider those items? I think on an item like this
the full committee certainly ought to be ealled together.

Mr. SIMMONS. I think the matters that have been or may
be sent back to the committee will probably be dealt with as the
bill was originally dealt with.

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I desire to suggest to the Senator
who has charge of this bill that they will be sent back to the
caucus, for they have been reported after eaucus action.

Mr. SIMMONS. Undoubtedly, after the committee has ncted.
following out the policy we have pursued with reference to
the bill, the Democratic cauens would aect upon the items. I
do not think that anyone can spenk now for either the com-
mittee or the caucus; but, as I said, that was not the purpose
for which I rose.

Mr. McLEAN. I am very glad to hear the announcement of
the Senator.

Mr. SIMMONS. It has been our purpose, in deference, as I
said. to some little expressions of dissatisfaction, to pass this
paragraph when it should be reached, and have it go back to
the commiftee for further consideration.

Mr. McLEAN. I will express the hope that the committee
and the caucus, upon reconsidering this matter, will vote to
restore the House provision.

Mr. SMITH of Georgin. I desire to ask that the paragraph
relating td feathers may not be acted upon until it is regularly
reached, because when it is regularly reached I wish to present
some of the reasons which, I think, justified the Finance Com-
mitiee in its action. In doing so I wish to say that I shall do
so from the standpoint of one just as much interested as anyone
else in birds and their protection, and with a record, perhaps,
of almost as much accomplishment in that line so far as my
own State is concerned, as anyone has accomplished In his
State.

Mpr. SIMMONS. Mr. President——

Mr. McLEAN. If the Senator from North Carolina will
allow me, I had about finished when I called the attention of the
Senate to this communication.

Mr. SIMAMONS. There are some questions that I wish to
ash; the Senator, but, of course, if the Senator prefers I will
wait.

you cut off the market for the plumage.

Mr. McLEAN.
very glad to yield.

Mr, SIMMONS. They do refer to this matter.

The Senator has discussed egrets. Of course ths Senator
knows that the importation of egrets is prohibited under the
bill. Then, I understand the Senator’s main rurpose is to pro-
tect American migratory birds?

Mr. McLEAN, It is an important purpose, but my interest in
this matter is largely brought about by the fact that the United
States must take this step of protecting our own migratory birds
as {ar as we can by preventing these importations, thus paving
the way for consistent action in our endeavor to secure the
cooperation of the nations of the world in .n international
agreement for the protection of all useful birds.

Mr. SIMMONS. I did not desire to enter into an; discussion
of the matter. I simply wished to get the Senator’s point of
view, and to ascertain whether the Senator wished us to under-
take to protect all foreign birds without any reference to
whether or not they are American migratory birds.

Mr. McLEAN. Certainly, if they are useful birds. If they
are useful wild birds or plumage birds, I certainly should insist
that it is our duty, having taken this step, to set foreign nations
an example which we hope they will follow, in London and in
Berlin and in Paris.

Mr. SIMMONS. Has the Senator in mind any law passed by
any foreign Government undertaking to protect the birds of
other countries? I know the Senator has referred to some
negotiations and conventions, but has any foreign Government
ever passed a law along that line? :

Mr. McLEAN. Australia prohibits the exportation of plum-
age; India does the same thingz; and all the IEnglish colonies
have memorialized the British Government to prohibit the intro-
duetion into London of their plumage birds.

Mr. SIMMONS. But bhas any Government up to this time
passed any law prohibiting the importation of the plumage of
foreign birds?

Mr. McLEAN. I do not know that any nation has gone fur-
ther than the English Government. A bill to that effect has
passed the House of Lords——

Mr. SIMMONS. Would it be possible for the Senator—mot
to-day, but for the use of the commitiee later—to specify the
American migratory birds that he thinks we ought to protect?

Mr., McLEAN. I think it would be very difficult, owing to
the experience which has been had in the States of the Union
where the plumage is now contraband, as in Massachusetts. By
slight manipulation of the native birds they have been made to
resemble foreign birds, and have been sent back here and put
into the trade; and when prosecutions have been brought the
milliners have invariably set up the defense that they supposed
they were buying foreign birds. The only way to proteect a
bird is to prevent its slaughter, and you can not do that unless

No; if they refer to this matter, I shall be

To return to Afriea and Sir Harry Johnson's letter. Mr.
Johnson goes on to state his experience in Afriea, which I
think is very interesting at this time, because it points to the
real importance of this subject. As an international duty,
I am proud of the fact that the United States, after years of
neglect, has finally taken a position where she may be a leader
in this great service to humanity as well as to the birds. d.lr.
Johunson continues:

Among the hundred and one reasons I have adduced for the protection
of birds, especially in the Tropics. was the fact that many specles
in Africa fed on the tsetse flies. They are, in fact, in common with
certain reptiles, the only effective ememies of the tsetse fly, [ had
noticed personally, from 1883 onward, a continually inereasing destruc-
tion of certain birds in west and west-central Africa whicg feed on
the tsetse fly among other items In their diet.

NOTED AS COINCIDENCH.

Coincldentally during this period there has seemed to:- be a decided
increase of tsetse flies In the coast regions of west Afriea and in the
Kongo Basin. At the same time trypavosomatous diseases, conveyed by
this ﬁfnus (glossina), have greatly extended thelr ravages. It ls per-
missible to assume therefore, as several French writers on west Africa
have assumed, and as the late George Grenfell was beginning to assume
in his diaries, that there is some connection between the destruction
of white herons, rollers, bee eaters, shrikes, guinea fowl—the guinea
fowl scrateh up the larve of the tsetse and probably eat them in that
stage—and other birds, and the apparent Increase of the tsetse in
uninhabited places and the consequent spread of sleeping sickness.

SACRIFICE IS HARMFUL.

I have personally noted the eating of tsetse flies by almost all the
species mentioned. 1 do not pretend that they do not devour all other

es that come In their way, but I do say that the destruetion of the
egrets and smaller herons, of rollers, bee eaters, cte., does remove one
of the few means we have of checking the Increase of the tsetse,

Of course the tsetse question is only one among a hundred other
reasons for putting a s:oP forever to the destructlon of birds merely
or malnly for the ignoble purpose of using their plumage for the
adornment of the human person There are quite sufficient avenues
aleuﬁ which the legitimate trade in feathers can be fed without bringing
one lovely, remarkable, or valuable bird species to extinction or the
verge of extinctlon.
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Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I hope now we may go on
with the reading of the bill.

I desire to say to the Senate that I hope as far as possible
hereafter we will let the paragraphs and the discussion aceord
with one another. If a paragraph is away at the back of the
bill, it seems to me it would be better to let it wait until we
et to it, and meanwhile it may dispose ef itself, as possibly
may be the case with this particular paragraph.

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I have so much genuine regard
for the Senator from Connecticut, who has just spoken, that I
am almost foreed to respect his opinions. But It seems to me
we are following a curious line of reasoning upon this bill. It
is rather strange that the business of the country should be
halted at this time to give serious consideraticn to the prohibi-
tion of the importation of feathers because of an oversirained,
not to say maudlin, sympathy for birds born and reared thou-
sands of miles from our coast.

The business of the United States awalts the passage of
this tariff bill. All men, whether they be protectionists, free
traders, or tariff reformers, understand that the sooner this
great question is settled and the country knows exactly what
the tariff rates are to be the sooner can business adjust itself
to the new conditions and proceed to do business. There is
not a wholesale merchant in the United States, not an importer
of goods, not a manufacturer, not a producer of raw materials
who does not find the market more or less interfered with
hecause of the fact that this bill necessarily involves changes
in commercial transactions. Until the bill is passed trade can
not go on in its usual and vigorous course.

With that situation before us we stopsto discuss the question
of humming birds and herons. We pause here solemnly to
dilate upon fanciful outrages alleged to be, or to have been at
some time, perpetrated upon feathered tribes that are born and
die in remote places of the earth far from the haunts of eivill-
zation and the eyes of men, and thousands of miles from our
ghores.

Mr. President, one day I passed along the street of a city
and witnessed a sight I shall never forget. Standing in the
display window of a business building then eccupied by some
kind of a cheap show was a tiny girl, not more than 5 or 6
vears of age—a beautiful child, with great, innocent eyes and
delicate features just then distorted by mingled loathing and
fear. Around this baby's neck were wrapped five or-six venom-
ous rattlesnakes in direct contact with her white, tender, velvety
skin, The child was there fo attract the attention of the
passers-by to the shew. I saw a policeman gaze at the fearful
spectacle in stolid indifference, and then I saw him suddenly
rush into the street and arrest a man for driving a horse that
was drawing a load that appeared to be a trifle heavy. Nobody
paid any attention to the child. No one lifted a hand to protect
the baby from the infamous outrage perpetrated upon its inno-
cence and its helplessness by the heartless cupidity of some
monster who held it in his power.

I have often thought of that scene and of how well it char-
acterizes our course throughout this life. Indifference to human
kind and tender solicitude for the brute creation is not new to
our boasted civilization. 'Why, in ancient Egypt the crocodile
was protected by the sacred and secular law. So highly was it
regarded that in their lignorance and superstition mothers
would ravish suckling babes from their breasts and feed them
to the sealy monster. There were men then who could Ilift
up their voices and speak for the denizens of the river in ac-
cents so tender as to not only evoke sympathy for the crocodile
but also to convince the mother that it was a religious duty to
sacrifice her offspring to satisfy its appetite for flesh. These
same teachers entirely forgot the mother in her ignorance and
the child in its helplessness. J
. In Turkey they have a system of protecting animals. Cats
and dogs are sacred in Turkey. From the time they come into
ihe world blind and filling the air with annoying mewings and
whinings they are under the protection not only of the State but
of the church. No man dare lift a foot to kick a mangy cur
from his house over in Turkey. The dog and the cat are alike
immune from harm. But over in Turkey they make slaves of
their women. Over in Turkey they perpetrate inhuman outrages
upon human. beings. Over in Turkey they make charnel
houses and slanghter pens in which the men and women God
Almighty made are sent to ignominious and cruel death.

8ir, I have heard this “ bird discussion”™ going on from time
to time in the Senate for the past six months, and have the
business of the country halted. I have witnessed the immense
interest that can be created over birds. I have more than once
wondered why we do not stop sometimes to talk about the tens
of thousands of people In this couniry who live along the edge
of want; why we do not stop sometimes to devise legislation

that will protect the pauper child from the horrible conditions
in which it is reared; why we do not take a little time away
from the songster of the field to think of the songster of the
cradle; why we do not pause to contemplate the starving mother
who bends over her famishing babe; why we do not give some
thought to the children mow being reared in ignorance and
misery to lives of vice and crime.

Mr. President, I think we wounld be performing a higher task
for our country if we were considering laws for the protection
of human beings than we are in discussing legislation for the
protection of birds. But since that gquestion is thrust in here,
and we are called upon to discuss it, I desire to say, first,
that there is a very practical side to this question. We can not
tell just how much revenue is to be derived from the feathers
of the particular birds referred to in the amendment now being
debated, but there was last year derived from feathers, either
dressed or undressed, $1,820.000. It is proposed to abolish that
tax, which is a tax upon luxury, and impose it upon industry.
It is proposed to wipe out that tax, which is a tax upon luxury
pure and simple, and te put it upon the necessities of life.
It is proposed to take that tax from these who can afford to pay
it and impose equivalent burdens, which, in large measure, must
fallﬂupon those who are already staggering beneath too great a
oad.

There is not a woman who wears an algret upon her bonnet,
there is not a woman who buys an imported feather, but is buy-
ing something she could do without. Imported feathers are
not necessities, they are luxuries. The proposition is to transfer
a tax of $1,820,000 from luxuries and put it upon necessities.

When you come to that proposition, I have more sympathy
with the human beings who must pay the $1,820,000 upon their
necessities than I have for the long-legged, ungainly, useless,
and altogether homely bird from which aigrets are obtained.

Of course we can work up a lot of maudlin sympathy in talk-
ing about the wrongs and outrages of birds. We can picture the
mother bird hovering over her nest, with her fledglings there
looking up to her for food, we can depict the cruel monster who
comes along and ravishes the bird of its life, and leaves the poor,
innocent offspring to die, and we can get ourselves into a very
frenzy of sympathy for the birds. Baut, Mr. President, that kind
of gympathetic twaddle need not be limited to birds. There is
not a single animal in all this world you can not create sym-
pathy for by the same kind of argument. Witness the domestic
calf. The mother cow has been taught to look to her master
for friendly protection. She comes confidently into the corral
at night; she generously yields him her milk for the sustenance
of himself and his family; she brings forth a little Inmocent
calf, that plays and gambols and looks af him from the unsus-
pecting depths of mild eyes; that licks his hand and rubs ifs
head against him; that follows him about in complete reliance
and calf-like friendship. One day the monster man seizes the
confiding, helpless creature, beats out its brains with a bludgeon,
cuts its throat with a eruel knife, and with bloody hands tears
the skin from the guivering flesh, cooks the meat, and with
cannibal ferocity devours it and feeds it to his children.

Thus, we can easily work ourselves into a frenzy over the com-
mon barn-yard ecalf. Why, sir, I can make a speech upon the
wrongs of a slaughtered calf that will appear a classic in
compdarison with the panegyric which has just been delivered
gpon the awkward, ungainly, long-legged swamp birds of South
America from which we get aigrets.

Thus, we may rave over the calf and count his wrongs and
fill our eyes with sympathetic drops, but just the same we con-
tinue to order our veal chops and breakfast on calf's liver,

However, some one replies, the calf is used for food, and
therefore its slaughter is justifiable. Mr. President, that may
be all right for us, but how about the calf? When a calf is
led out to siaughter the knowledge that it will soon fill a human
stomach can not assuage its dying agonies. If that knowledge
can rob death of its terrors, I might reply with equal force that
the swamp herons' afflictions are doubtless solaced by the
thought that it is only a miserable, homely creature, of no use
on earth except for one feather, and that its departing agonies
must be alleviated by the knowledge that that feather will soon
go to glorify and adorn my lady’s bonnet.

If it is wrong to kill animals for one purpose it is for an-
other. If it is wicked to kill them to put them on our backs
it is equally reprehensible to kill them to put them into our
stomachs. But if they may justly be killed when they serve a
useful purpose, if that is what God made them for when he
created the earth and the fullness thereof, then the animal must
give way to the necessities and delights of man.

If you are not going to adopt that theory, Mr. President, we
have no right to kill a single animal except in self-defense;
neither have we the right to enslave an animal. If we have
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the right to kill an animal for meat we have an equal right
to kill a bird for its skin or its feathers. It is all a part of the
same harsh philosophy of terrestrial life. Man stands at the
apex of the pyramid and all beneath him must confribute to
his welfare and comfort. It may be hard on the animal, but it
is the economy of nature established by God Almighty.

Mr, President, let us see: Here is a thing of beauty. That
which is beautiful is of utility, for it contributes fo the delights
of living, to elegance, refinement, and the cultivation of the
artistic nature of the race. 1 do not know that I can specially
describe the beauty of an aigret or the beauty of any plume upon
a woman's hat, but I do know that the women understand what
pleases the eye, and that they have chosen these articles of
adornment through all the ages, since and before civilization
brought reformers and sentimentalists. I take it feathers con-
tribute to the satisfaction of the ladies. It follows, of course,
that they must add fo the pleasure of the men. So here are these
birds, from which the aigrets are procured, that are hatched
and live and die in the almosf inaccessible swamps of South
America, and we are told that it is wicked to kill them for their
feathers. But the same gentlemen declare it is all right to kill
the wild duck for its meat. I say that sort of logic is mere rot.
If it Is right to kill the birds for one purpoese it is for the other.

I come now to the question of protecting birds, because birds
have a utility. I believe birds in our own country do have a
real value. Their gay plumage and their sweet song contribute
to the delights of the eye and to the pleasures of the ear, be-
sldes they serve another utilitarian end, namely, the destruction
of insects. But when yon say to the people of the United
States, you can not buy the feathers of birds that were born
in foreign lands, that were brought here from the heart of
Afriea or South America, or the remote islands of the sea,
you thus say to the people of this country who are handling
feathers, you must slaughter and kill the home birds. And
they will slaughter and kill the home birds. Just as the
tariff upon lumber tended to the destruction of the American
forests and the preservation of the Canadian forests, so will
this tend to the destruction of the American bird and the pres-
ervation of the foreign bird.

Why, sir, as you approach the Canadian line you find on this
side of it a waste of land covered with stumpage and under-
growth and on the other side the towering pines lifting
their magnificent heads in grandeur and sublimity toward
the skies, as they did before the soumd of the ax resounded
through the primeval forest. But on this side of the line the
monarchs of the woods are gone. Why? Decause we taxed
the lnmber when it ecame in, and thus we put a premium on the
destruction of our own forests.

The amendment that is proposed to the bill ought to be en-
titled “An amendment to encourage the slaughter of American
birds and to protect the birds of foreign countries.” I am op-
posed to that kind of legislation. I insist that this revenue
which now springs from ornaments, from luxuries that people
can do without and that only those people pay who can afford to
pay—that this revenue which comes chiefly from the pockets
of the wealthy and is laid absolutely upon a luxury shall con-
tinue to be laid upon that luxury and not be taken from it and
put upon the blankets of poor people—upon the woolen cloths
and cotton fabries that are worn by the man and the woman who
toil from morning until night, who grind in the mills of labor
and who walk in the paths of adversity.

I have nothing against the bird, but I have more interest in
human beings.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. ItomiNsox in the chair).
The reading of the bill will proceed.

Mr. JONES Mpr. President, I should like to return to para-
graph 212 to offer an amendment. It will take probably just a
few minutes to dispose of it.

Mr., WILLIAMS. I think that paragraph was passed upon,
and it is out of order to go back to it now.

AMr. JONES, I understand that we can go back to any para-
graph.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Very well; but T hope Senators will keep
trace of the bill and that when we get through with a paragraph
we will be through with it hereafter. I shall not make any
point against it.

Mr. WARREN. Was the paragraph passed over?

Mr. JONES. Not paragraph 212,

Alr. WARREN. I think it was the general understandirfyg,
and it was consented lo on the other side, that we could turn
back to any paragraph.

My, WILLIAMS. The understanding was that -the amend-
ments of the committee should be conskieved when we reached
a paragraph, and then we would cousider any other amend-

ment, and unless it was passed over by unanimous consent it
could not be returned to as in Committee of the Whole.

Mr. WARREN. That was not the understanding.
| Mr. WILLIAMS. But I am not making the point. I merely

hope that hereafter Senators will keep up with the paragraphs

as we get to them, and then if a Senator wants to have a para-
graph passed over we shall pursue the cours2a we have been
pursuing and have it passed over. Then all Senators will know
that it will be returned to.

Mr. WARREN. I agree with the Senator that we should
pursue that course as far as possible, but I remember the re-
ply of the chairman of the committee, when I interrogated
him, that these items could be turned back to at any time be-
fore finishing the bill. Such a course is necessary, and must
be followed as agreed upon.

Mr. WILLIAMS, I understood the chairman of the com-
mittee to agree with the Senator that any paragraph could be
returned to later, but that that question was to be suhmitted
to the Senate when we got to it, before we passed from the con-
sideration of the paragraph.

Mr. JONES. I have the understanding that the Senator from
Wyoming has expressed, T did not desire to take up the time of
the Senate yesterday in delaying the bill to ask that the para-
graph be passed over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
paragraph,

The Secretary read the paragraph, as follows:

212, Hops, 16 cents per pound; hop extract and lupulin, 50 per cent
ad valorem.

The PRESIDING OF¥ICER.
from Washington will be stated.

The SecrRrrTary. At the end of the paragraph insert the fol-
lowing proviso:

Provided, That all hops when Imported shall have the name of the
packer or grower and. beneath the same. the name of the conntry and
the partienlar hon district wherein the hops were grown and the year
of production of the hops indelibly stamped or branded npon each con-
tainer, and in a place that shall not be covered thereafter. exeept hy
outside containers marked the same as the Inside container: Provided
further, That all hon extract and Iopulin when imported shall have
the name of the packer or grower and, beneath the same, the name of
the country and particular hop district wherein were grown the hops
from which the hop extract or lupulin were extracted and the wyear of
production of the hops Indelibly stamned or branded wnon each con-
tainer. £od in a place that shall not be covered thereafter. except by
outside containers marked the same ns the inside containers.

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I desire to congratulate the com-
mittee upon retaining a sufficient amount of duty upon this one
agricultural product and to eall attention to the fact that the
amendment which I have propased does not propose an increase
of the duty. tut proposes marks and designations for the pre-
vention of fraud.

The amendment I have proposed Is very similar to other pro-
visions in the bill of which the committee have approved. For
instance, in paragraph 123, in reference to *“ table, butcher,
carving, cooks’, and so forth, knives,” they have provided that
these articles when imported shall have the name of the maker
or purchaser, and beneath the same the name of the country
of origin indelibly stamped or branded thereon. Then, in para-
graph 163, there is a similar provision in reference to watches
and watch movements. The similar provigion is, I suppose, for
the purpose of assuring the purchaser that he is getting what
he desires and what he thinks he is getting. There is a great
deal of complaint with reference to hops that are imported
being mixed and being =old for what they are nof.

I have a letter from the Agricultural Department in refer-
ence to the matter. I wrote to them and asked them for any
information they could give me with regard to the necessity for
an amendment of this character, because it had been called to
my attention that bops were mixed and imported here as a cer-
tain kind of hops when they were not that sort of hops. There
are different kinds of hops and of different quality. Some are
more desirable than others, and they command a higher price
and are sought affer by those who use them for certain pur-

The Secretary will rend the

The amendment of the Senator

8Ses,

The Agricultural Department writes me that—

The Bureau of Chemistry has conduncted work to determine whether
the food and drugs act mizht be Invoked to prevent certain frauds in
connection with imported hops, particuiarly from Epgland and Ger-
many, mixed with Bohemian, and sent to this county as Bobemian hops.

There seems to be no method at present that can be relied upon to
distingnish one kind of hops from another. Some of the work dons
would probably enable the department to ultimately distinguish cheml-
cally between different varleiles. Just as sgoon as this work has ad-
vanced to that stage the department can proceed against such hops
under the food and drugs act.

So about the only recourse we have, and that may not, of
course, accomplish all the purpose desired, is to require those
importing hops to mark them so as to give us an opportunity,
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if they are not what we are getting or what we desire, to see
whether there has been actual fraud. That is the very purpose
pf this amendment. The department says: '

It is the o ssage of the proposed leg-
Islation wonlpaino:l)grllyofm‘:‘:fnﬁxywrgetihyattégenﬁms?ﬂs chietp value be;ﬁ:
that it would draw the attention of European governments to the
frauds which they are perpetrating.

Mr. President, that is the sole purpose of this amendment. It
is to protect those who need in their business imported hops
from being defrauded as far as we can go. According to the
department it is impossible for them to determine hy chemical
means or means at their command in every -instance whether
fraud has been practiced or not. So it is in the hope of protect-
ing them somewhat that this amendment is offered. As I said,
it is very much in line with other provisions of the bill, and I
lope that the Senator in charge of the bill will not be disposed
to objeet to this amendment, which is really to protect our own
people from fraud, which it is admitted is perpetrated by those
sending hops into this country.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, contrary to our general
course in this bill this is a paragraph which we left undis-
turbed. The rate which is carried now is the rate which was
ecarried under the Payne-Aldrich bill, We left it undisturbed
because hops enter mainly into the manufacture of beer and
malt liguors and things of that sort not necessary to life. We
thought it was a very good article to get revenue on.

Whatever may be the purpose in the mind of the Senator
from Washington—and I know, of course, it is just what he
states—ihe effect of the amendment proposed by him would be
to hamper still further the importation of hops without adding
a dollar of revenne for the Government and in proportion as we
hamper by taxation regulations the importation it might possi-
bly decrease the revenue.

I hope the amendment will not be adopted.

Mr. JONES. How could it hamper the importation of hops
to require them simply to bring to our couniry and sell to our
people what our people are asking for?

Mr. WILLIAMS. There are some provisions of this sort ap-
plied to cutlery, to keep a man from selling cutlery of one make
as the euntlery of another and deceiving the purchaser. Here is
a hop and there is a hop, and the Agrieultural Department
says, by the Senator’s own admission, that it can not tell them
apart, they are so nearly the same. You want to brand them
so that somebody will know them apart. The Bureau of
Chemistry cam not tell them apart, and the purchaser does not,
by looking at and feeling them when buying, know them apart,
if I understand the situation, .

Mr. JONES. I desire to eall the -attention of the Senate to
the fact that hops grown in a certain locality are known to be
of a particular quality; that is, they have a peculiarity due to
them. The purpose of the amendment is to have the hops
grown in that locality so marked, just as cutlery that is made
abroad and imported is marked as coming from a eertain place.
That is the sole purpose.

Mr. WILLIAMS. That is to keep them from putting off
inferior cutlery as the make of a house that makes better
cutlery.

Mr. JONES. So is this to prevent—— ]

Mr. WILLIAMS, I know there is a fancy price for Bohe-
mian hops, because Bohemia makes an excellent beer, and there
is an idea that Bohemian hops will make it; but the Senator
has just cenfessed that the Agricultural Department itself says
it can not chemically or otherwise tell the difference between
Bohemian and other hops, and if it can not they must be won-
derfully alike.

Mr. JONES. Their failure to do it is all the more reason
why we should make this safeguard.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend-
ment of the Senator from Washington.

The amendment was rejected.

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows:

218. Straw, 50 cents per ton.

Mr. GRONNA. 1 wish to offer an amendment to para-
graph Zi8.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the
amendment,

The SecreTarRY. On page 60, line 3, strike out the words “50
cents ™ and insert “$1,” so as to make the paragraph read:

218. Straw, $§1 per ton.

- Mr. GRONNA. Mr. President, this is not a large industry in

this country, but I believe that we onght to protect those who
live along the border line whether it is to the north or to the
south.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Spenk for the North, not to the South, at

any rate. If the Senator from North Dakota will pardon me a

moment, last night we read paragraph 217 and adopted the
Senate committee amendment to it, and had an understanding
that certain further amendments to that paragraph would be
introduced by the Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoor] this morning.
If we could dispose of his amendments first, then we would come
to the sueceeding paragraph. I think that would be a more
orderly way of proceeding.

Mr. GRONNA. T shall take only a moment.

Mr, WILLIAMS. Very well

Mr. GRONNA. I simply want to state that the Canadian
rate per ton on straw is $2 per ton. The present rate is $1.50
per ton, the same as was the Dingley rate. The Wilson rate
was 15 per cent ad valorem. There is some business transac-
tion in straw. The imports for 1912 were 10,268 tons, valued at
$50.8¢0, with a revenue of $15,401.86. We exported 1,030 tons,
with a value of $11,550. There were sold by farmers in 1800
537,699 tons. The amount received was $3,180,424,

I shall not ask for a rell call on my amendment, but simply
for a vote.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to
the amendment of the Senator from North Dakota.

The amendment was rejected.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, in paragraph 217, on page 359,
line 19, T move to strike out the words * canary seed, one-hulf
cent per pound.”

These seed are on the free list in paragraph 668 under the
presenf law. There were imported in the year 1012, 4,704,625
pounds. The value of it was a little over 2 cents per pound.
That is the importation value. Even in the Wilson law canary
seed was on the free list. It has always been on the free list,
and I can not see why it should be taxed now one-half cent per
pound.

Mr. STMMONS. What are canary seed unsed for?

Mr, SMOOT. They are mostly used for seed for canary birds
and also for an extract,

I move to strike out those words, and if carried, I shall then
u;m'e that canary seed be put on the free list in its proper
place.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend-
ment proposed by the Senator from Utah, which will be stated.

The SecreTARY. In paragraph 217, page 69, line 19, strike out
the words:

Canary seed, one-half cent per pound.

The amendment was rejected.

Mr., SMOOT. On the same line of the same paragraph I move
to strike out “ caraway seed, 1 cent per pound.”

Caraway seed to-day is on the free list in paragraph 66S of
the present law. There were imported in the year 1912, 3,616,481
pounds., The value of it is nearly 5 cents a pound. The im-
position of 1% cents per pound is 20 per cent ad valorem on its
present valuation. Caraway seed has always been on the free
list, even under the Wilson law. It is used in cooking mostly
and in the flavoring of food. It is used by the common people
of the couniry. I can not see why this duty should be placed
upon that seed.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, there are several of these
articles placed upon the dutiable list that hitherto have been
on the free list. The Senator was wrong in saying that caraway
seed had always been on the free list. It was taxed 30 per cent
ad valorem under the Dingley tariff.

Mr. SMOOT. That is only a certain class of caraway seed,
and that went before the board of appraisers, and it was after-
wards decided that it was wrong.

Mr. WILLIAMS. The Payne tariff law had a part of it at
30 per cent and a part free. The Dingley tariff law had 30
per cent.

I want to explain why we took this course as to these several
articles, and then I shall ask for a vote. Both caraway seed
and anise seed are taxed here and both have always been free.
Both plainly enter into the class of luxuries. Neither one of
them forms any part of a necessity of life. Anise seed and
caraway seed are put into little cakes and things of that sort.
It is very nice and very sweet, but we did not see why the con-
sumers of cakes with caraway and anise seed in them should
not pay revenue to support the Government of the United States.
We thought that men could dispense with even caraway-seed
ecake and anise-seed cake, if they wanted to do so, withont any
great detriment to their physical constitufion.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on 'the amend-
ment of the Senator from Utah,

The amendment was rejected.

Mr. SMOOT. I desirée to move an amendment in line 20,
striking out the words “ anise seed, 2 cents per pound.”

Anise seed to-day is free under paragraph 068, Of course the
statement made by the Senator from Mississippi covers anise

L4
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eeed as well as caraway seed, with one exception. A great
deal of anise seed is used for oil and goes into the commercial
life of the country. It goes into the hospitals and into the
medicine chests of the people of the country.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreelng
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Utah, on page
59, line 20, to strike out the words “Anise seed, 2 cents per
pound.” [Putting the question.] The noes seem to have it.

Mr. BURTON. The bill imposes a duty of 37 per cent upon
an article which has heretofore been free. I ask for the yeas
and nays upon the amendment.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded
to call the roll.

Mr. LANE (when Mr. CHAMBERLAIN'S name was called). I
wish to announce that the senior Senator from Oregon [Mr.
CHAMBERLAIN] is unavoidably absent, and that he is paired
with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr., OLiver].

Mr. GRONNA (when Mr. McCuMmMBER'S name was called). I
wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. McCuMRer] is neces-
sarily absent on account of illness in his family. He is paired
with the senior Senator from Nevada [Mr. NEwranps]. I wish
this announcement to stand on all votes for the day.

Mr. THOMAS (when his name was called). I have a general
pair with the senior Senator from New York [Mr. Roor]. I
transfer that pair to the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Gore]
and vote. I vote “nay.”

Mr. WILLIAMS (when his name was ealled). I am paired
with the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PeNrose]. I
transfer that pair to the senior Senator from Maryland [Mr,
Santa] and vote. I vote “ nay.”

The roll call was concluded. :

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I have a general pair with the
Senator from Missouri [Mr. Stoxe]. In the absence of that
Senator, I withhold my vote.

Mr. BANKHEAD. T have a pair with the Senator from West
Virginia [Mr. Gorr], and therefore withhold my vote.

Mr. SAULSBURY. I transfer my pair with the junior Sena-
tor from Rhode Island [Mr. Corr] to the Senator from Nebraska
[Mr. Hrrcacock] and vote. I vote *nay.”

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I transfer my pair with the Sena-
tor from Missouri [Mr. StoNe] to the Senator from Maine
[Mr. Burcerau] and will vote. I vote * yea."

Mr. SHIELDS. I wish to announce the pair of the senlor
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Lea] with the senior Senator
from Rhode Island [Mr. Lirprrr]. The senior Senator from
Tennessee is necessarily absent from the Senate to-day.

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I have been requested to
announce that the Senator from Delaware [Mr. pu Pont] is
paired with the Senator from Texas [Mr. Cureersox]; the
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Gorr] with the Senator from
Alabama [Mr. BANKHEAD]; the Senator from Maryland .[Mr.
JacksoN] with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Carrron];
and the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Orivir] with the
Senator from Oregon [Mr. CHAMBERLAIN].

The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 37, as follows:

YEAS—26.
Brady Cummins Lodge Smoot
Brandegee Dillinghams McLean Sutherland
Bristow Gallinger Norris Townsend
Burton Gronna Page Warren
Catron Jones Perkins Weeks
Clark, Wyo. Kenyon . Poindexter
Crawfor La Follette Sherman
NAYS—37.

Ashurst Martin, Va. Robinson Swanson

ryan Martine, N. J. Saulsbury Thomas
Clarke, Ark. Myers Shafroth Thompson
Fletcher O'Gorman Sheppard Tillman
Hollis Overman Shields Vardaman
Hughes Owen Shively Walsh
James Fittman Bimmons Williams
Johnson Pomercne Smith, Ariz
Lane Ransdell Smith, Ga.
Lewls Reed mith, 8. C.

NOT VOTING—32,
Bacon Colt Kern Raoot
Bankhead Culberson Lea Smith, Md.
Borah du Pont Lip@ltt Smith, Mich.
Bradley Fall McCumber Stephenson .
Burleigh Goft Nelson Sterling
Chamberlain Gore Newlands Stone
iiton Hitcheock Oliver Thornton

Clapp Jackson Penrose Works

So Mr. Syoor’s amendment was rejected.

The reading of the bill was resumed, and the Secretary read
as follows:

220. Vegetables in thelr natural state, not specially provided for In
this section, 15 per cent ad valorem.

221, Fish, except shellfish, by whatever name known, packed in ofl
or in oil and other substances, in bottles, jars, kegs, tin boxes, or cans,

20 per cent ad valorem; all other fish, except shellfish, in tin packages,
Eaviat und e prcserted Foo'oF 1, 90" pes Sont A velorems B
skinned or boned, g of 1 cent per pound. R o

Mr. SMOOT. I ask the Senator from Mississippl [Mr. Wic-
LIAMS] to let paragraph 221 go over for a few moments only.
The senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lobge] has been
gibllged to go to the State Department and will return in a short

me.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, T promised the Senator from
Massachusetts, who had to go to the State Department, to let
the paragraph go over, meanwhile giving him an opportunity to
return to the Chamber.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The paragraph will be pasgsed over.

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end
of paragraph 223, which is as follows:

223. Flgs, 2 cents per pound; plums, prune, and prunelles, 1 cent per
pound ; raisins and other dried grapes, 2 cents per pound: dates, 1 cent
per pound ; currants, Zante or other, 2 cents per pound ; ollves, 15 cents
per gallon.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, the Senator from Washing-
ton [Mr. Jones] asked me to get consent to recur to paragraph
223 when he returned to the Chamber, as he desires to offer
an amendment to it. I ask that the paragraph be now passed
over for that purpose.

The VICE PRESIDENT.
be so ordered.

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end
of paragraph 225, which is as follows:

225. Lemons, limes, oranges, grapefruit, shaddocks, and pomelos in
ackages of a capacity of 1} cubic feet or less, 18 cents per package :
n_packages of capacity exceeding 1% cubie feet and not exceeding 23

cuble feet, 35 cents Fer package; in packages exceeding 23 and not
exceeding § cubic feet, T0 cents per package; In packages exceeding &
cubie feet or in bulk, § of 1 cent per pound,

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, paragraph 225 is incorrectly
printed. It ought to be printed:

Lemons, limes, oranges, grapefrult, shaddocks, and pomelos, 3 of 1
cent per pound.

Of course I am forced to offer an amendment to print it in
that shape. I move, then, in behalf of the committee, that that
paragraph be amended so as to read: .

Lemons, limes, oranges, grapefruit, shaddocks, and pomelos, 3 of 1
cent per pound.

I move that substitute for the paragraph as it reads; in other
words, the proposition is to strike out all the language about
packages, capacity, and so forth. .

My, SMOOT. I was-going fo call the Senator's attention to
that. As the caucus print did not have those words in it, T
wondered why they were put into the bill as we have it
before us.

Mr. SIMMONS. It is a mere mistake.

Mr, WILLTAMS, The committee had it one way at one {ime
and another way at another time. That explains the fact that
it was printed differently at different times.

Mr. WARREN. Does that change the rate at all?

Mr. WILLIAMS. In my opinion, it slightly raises it, but the
Senator from Florida and other Senators contend that it keeps
it precisely as it was. I think the practical effect will be to
raise is slightly at the end of the classifications, but very
slightly.

Mr. WARREN. The intention, then, is not to change the rate,
but to make it more intelligible or more easily applied?

Mr. WILLIAMS. It fixes the rate at one-half of 1 cent a

In the absence of objection, it wiil

pound. I have a letter here from Mr. UxpeEgwoob, in which he
says:
My dear John—

It is addressed to me—

Your favor of the 25th instant In reference to paragraph 277—

Which it was then of the IHouse bill—
reached me to-day. The Ways and Means Commitice changed the rate
of duty from so much a pound—

Whieh it was in the Payne-Aldrich bill—
to the cubic contents of the package for administrative reasons solely,
We belleved that the old method of levying this tax on the cubfu
contents of the package was more satisfactory than the pound rate.
Our intention was to levy a tax of one-half a cent n pound on lemons
and oranges, and from the information we have received on the subject
1 lthink that you will find that this is carried out substantially in our
bill,

Sincerely, yours, 0. W. UspErwooD.

So that this is in essence a mere administrative change back
to the pound method of levying the tax, ]

Mr. GALLINGER. Do I understand the Senator from Mis-
sissippi to say that it does not change ‘the rate in the existing
law?

Mr. WILLIAMS. Oh, yes; it does that. But it cuts the rate
as in the House bill 50 per cent upon everything except lemons,
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and 623 per cent on lemons below the rates of the Payne-Aldrich
bill.

Mr. GALLINGER. Then what the Senator said was that
it did not change the rate of the House bill?

Mr. WILLIAMS. It does not essentially change the rate of
the House bill.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, of course if those words were
left in the paragraph it would decrease the rate of one-half of 1
cent a pound. * A duty of 18 cents on 45 pounds of lemons would
be equivalent to four-tenths of 1 cent per pound; a duty of 35
cents on 90 pounds of lemons, the amount in a 2} cubie foot box,
would be equivalent to thirty-eight one-hundredths of a cent a
pound ;. so that if this amendment is agreed to——

Mr. WILLIAMS. As it passed the House—

Mr. SMOOT. If the Senate agrees to the amendment of-
fered by the Senator from Mississippi, there will be an increase
on lemons, limes, oranges, grapefruit, and so forth, over the
rates as reported to the Senate.

Mr. WILLIAMS. On certain classifications of them.

~Mpr. SMOOT. Yes; that is what I say. I am calling at-
tention to those classifications. There will be an increase if
this amendment be adopted.

Mr, BURTON. Mr. President, what provision is made for
the administrative features mentioned by the chairman of the
Ways and Means Committee with regard to the weight of the
container or package? Suppose the lemons weigh a hundred
pounds and the package used weighs 20 pounds, how is the
weight to be ascertained?

Mr. WILLIAMS. The weight has been ascertained hitherto
by taking the lemons out and weighing them. I was much
astonished to have some testimony before the subcommittee to
that effect. It struck me as the most curious and absurd thing
that I had ever heard of any intelligent administrators of any
law doing. It geems to me that they could have made a cal-
culation of the weight of the boxes and deducted it without
going through all that troublesome course. That, it seemed to
our committee, subjected the Government now and then to a
charge for fruit that was in the process of weighing, emptying,
and so forth, destroyed or injured, and on which the Govern-
ment could not collect the tax, which it would not be subjected
to in the package. The intention of the House committee was
to make a package rate which would amount to one-half of 1
cent per pound upon all these fruits, and Mr. UNpERWOOD, in his
letter, says that he thinks if I would go through it all I would
find that they substantially did that to reduce the rate to one-
half of 1 cent per pound. Of course the Senator readlly un-
derstands that all jumping duties vary. When you get to a
certain class, as a matter of fact, one end of that class bears
one rate and another end bears another rate; so that this
rate, when you reduce it to the pound rate, is a method of levy-
ing the tax at approximately the same pound rate per package
rate. It does, as the Senator from Utah says it does, raise the
duty somewhat upon the ends of the classification, but the ad-
ministrative purpose which the House leader had in his mind
was that it was much easier to count boxes than it was to
weigh the fruit.

Mr. BURTON. But how can the weight of these packages be
estimated unless you enforce a custom, which seems to have been
somewhat in vogue, of taking the fruit out of the package and
separating it entirely, thereby compelling a repacking?

Mr., WILLTAMS. 1 have been informed that if the lemons
were all imported from the same country, the boxes would
substantially weigh the same, but lemons imported from one
country may come in boxes made out of thick, heavy wood,
while those imported from another country may come in boxes
as light as cottonwood, and very fhin. There are different
methiods of packing in different countries. Messina lemons are
packed in very rough boxes that weigh more than is necessary.
So in administering the law the customs department were in the
habit of weighing the lemons themselves independently of the
containers.

Perhaps, after n long course of time, if they were to.fix a
tare, as they do on cotton, for esxample, when it is sent to
Liverpool—an agreed tare to be deducted from every bale of
cotton for bagging and ties—it would have the desired effect—
and I do not see why the administrators do not do it—of mak-
ing everybody try to put his lemons in a box that would come
as nearly to the agreed tare as possible or below it; but they
have not hitherto adopted that means of administering the law.,
It scems to me that their method of doing it has Dbeen very
awkward and expensive to the revenue.

Mr. SMOOT. I will say to the Senator that the reason that
has not been done in the past, in my opinlon, is that wherever
a part of the fruit has rotted or became worthless an allowr-
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ance has been made, wherever a pound rate has been imposed,
for the amount of fruit in that condition. That, of course, was
held, as the Senator knows, in the case of Harris v. United
States.

Mr. WILLIAMS. In connection with a case concerning
grapes in packages it was decided by the courts that they had
a right to do the same thing.

Mr. SMOOT. Absolutely; and of course it will hereafter
apply to lemons, oranges, or any other kind of fruit.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment reported by the committee. :

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I inquire if this paragraph has
been completéd?

Mr. WILLIAMS. I had an agreement with the Senator from
Massachusetts to recur to the fish paragraph.

Mr. LODGE. I am much obliged to the Senator for passing
it over. I am ndéw ready to go on with that paragraph.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Very well

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the para-
graph with the committee amendment.

The SecreTasy. On page 60, paragraph 221, line 9, after the
word “ cans,” it is proposed to strike out *“20" and insert “ 25,”
g0 as to make the paragraph read:

221, Fish, except shellfish, by whatever name known, packed in oil or
in oil and other sulistances, in bottles, jars, kegs, tin boxes, or cans, 25
per cent ad valorem ; all other fish, except shellfish, In tin packages, not
specially provided for in this section, 15 per cent ad valorem: eaviar
and other preserved roe of fish, 30 per cent ad valorem; fish, skinned or
boned, § of 1 cent per pound.

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I wish to make a plea for a
great industry which by the provisions of this bill is injured in
all its parts, while that portion of the industry in which my
State is particularly interested is menaced with total destruction.

It has always seemied strange to me that it should be the
custom to place the fish paragraph in the middle of the agri-
cultural schedule; but there is this to be said, Mr. President,
that the fisherman and the farmer, although the crops which
they gather are very different, have had much the same treat-
ment at the hands of the Government. Neither the fisherman
nor the farmer has ever received a high protection in any law
that has been passed, although, as I shall presently show, the
fisheries have been the care of the Government from the
beginning,.

In every attempt at reciprocity the fisherman and the farmer
have been those who have been sacrificed. Sometimes it has
been the fisherman alone; sometimes, as in the last attempt,
the fisherman and the farmer together; so that they have
received a similarity of treatment, they have been companions
in misfortune, even if there is no likeness between their respec-
tive employments.

The fisheries of which I wish particularly to speak are those
known as the northeastern fisheries, carried on upon the Great
Banks and in the waters of New Foundland. The fisheries of
the Great Banks are the oldest and the most historic industiry
connected with the Ameriean Continent. Fishermen from Eng-
land 4nd from France were on the banks fishing for nearly a
century before a single white settlement had been established in
the territory now known as the United States. Those fisheries
were, of course, continued, and they became a principal source
of wealth to the Colonies. .

The salted fish*gathered by the New England fishermen were
shipped to the West Indies and to the southern colonies, where
they were very largely used.

The fishing industry was the basis of our commerce in colonial
days. How important it was and how much was thought of it
at that time is shown by the fact John Adams considered it
one of the greatest triumphs of his life that he had been able,
in the treaty of Paris, to save the northeastern fisheries and
gsecure for us the privileges on the New Foundland coast, which
substantially we enjoy to-day. So great a pride did he feel in it
that he had a seal ring engraved on which he put the Latin
motto, ** Piscemur venemur uf olim "—" We shall fish and hunt
as of yore”—and his son, John Quincy Adams, I believe, used
that same ring with the same motto when the treaty of Ghent
was signed.

The fisheries were regarded by all Americans in those days as
a matter of great importance. From the time of the famous re-
port on fisheries, prepared by Mr. Jefferson when he was Sec-
retary of State, onward especial care was given to the fisheries.
Although the protection afforded them by the Government was
of a moderate kind, it was the belief of all the public men of
that day that the fisherles deserved the fostering care of the
Government, wholly apart from the question of protection to an
industry. Of course, at that thme there was a consideration
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which to-day, with our enormous population, is no longer so seri-
ous, which was that the fisheries were the nursery of the seamen
who manned the ships of the American Navy.

In the tariff of 1789 salt fish were given a duty of 50 cents
per quintal; mackerel, 75 cents per bushel. In 1816, which was
a Demoeratic tariff, carried through under the leadership of Mr.
Calhoun, the duty on salt fish was a dollar per quintal, or about
1 cent per pound; and on mackerel $1.50 per bushel, or about
three-fourths of a cent a pound. The average was about the
same as the present rate, so far as the specific duty to-day is
concerned, but as the price was lower in those days, the ad
valorem rate was higher. In 1842 mackerel and herring each
paid 1% cents per pound, other fish in barrels 1 cent per pound,
while all other fish paid 20 per cent ad valorem.

Those duties have remained, except during periods of reci-
proeity, substantially unchanged down to the present time. If
is now propo to put all fresh and all smoked and dried fish on
the free list. This is not a reduction; it is fhe complete re-
moval of the duties. I now ask the Senate to consider the con-
ditions of the indusiry thus severely treated, for they are,
venture to say, different from those of any other industry m
the country.

It costs ne more to bring a fare of fish from the Great Banks
or from the treaty waters to Boston or to New York in a Cana-
dian fishing smack than it does in one that sails from Gloncester
or Provincetown. Therefore no freight protection is possible. I
next ask you to consider the conditlons under which they have
to compete with the fishermen of Canada and Newfoundland.

The fishermen of the United States are required by law to
build their vessels in the United States. It costs more to build
a vessel here. Apart from the labor, lumber 18 much cheaper in
Canada. A Gloucester fishing vessel costing $15,500 was dupli-
cated in every particular in Lunenberg for $9,400. Our people
are obliged to build their vessels here. More than that, they
are compelled by law to buy their outfits here. They can not
buy their nets, their cordage, their salls, their hooks anywhere
but in this country. All the outfit of a fishing vessel, under
the law, must be bought in the United States. On many of those
articles they necessarily pay a tariff duty.

With these burdens they start to confront their competitors.
They are handieapped to this extent by the greater cost imposed
upon them by law. I shall not go into the guestion of labor
costs for the case is so strong that the comparison is needless.
The President, in his message, said he wanted a fair field and
open competition. YWe will assume, then, that thelabor costin the
actual work of fishing is thesame. The fishing fleet of Canadare-
ceive from their Government every year $160,000 in bounties,
paid to them in cash, the interest, or part of the interest, upon
the Flalifax award. In addition to that the Dominion Govern-
ment pays one-third of the cost of the storehouses, the ice
houses, or cold-storage buildings, where the fish is stored and
preserved.

I quote from the Canadian Annual Review for 1911:

During 1910-11, $332,300 was spent the Dominion on fish-breeding
establishments. And the usual $160, f fishing bounty was pald In
the Atlantie Provinces and Quebec—a total, since 1882, of $4,580,204.

Mr. President, of course the money I spoke of as additional to
bounty was not that spent in fish breeding; but the Canadian
Government aids its fisheries by paying one-third of the cost
of the construction of cold-storage plants, and makes rebates on
the transportation of their products on all the failroads.

By this bill our fishermen will be forced to meet this bounty-
fed competition, while being compelled at the same time to use
more expensive outfits and more expensive vessels, unalded and
without any protection whatever. Under such conditions it is
utterly impossible that our fishermen should continue to fish
on the Great Banks or in the treaty waters.

If I may call your attention to the views taken of this matter
on the other side of the line, the Halifax Chronicle, speaking
of this bill, says:

It will place the fishermen, particularly of the western shore of Nowva
Scotln. In practical control the New England market for fresh fish

without any abandonment of nntlonnl rights of any reelnrocal
com:esa:lon of flshing privileges to Americans in Canadian waters.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, if the Senator will pardon
me, was that written at the time when the House bill was before
the newspaper writer, or the Senate bill?

Mr. LODGE. It relates to the House biil.

Mr. WILLIAMS. The Senate bill raised this rate of duty
b per eent from the House bill.

Mr., LODGE., I am not speaking of the flsh that are left
dutiable. I am speaking of the fish you put on the free list
The duty In paragraphe221, of which I am not speaking,
covers the sardine industry of Maine, where the fish is packed
in oil, and that is substantially all it does cover, It takes care

of the sardines which are packed in oil on the coast of Maine.
They will not be injured. I am very glad that that portion of |
the fishing industry is to be preserved. ‘

The Herald, of St. Johns, Newfoundland, a Province which was |
excluded from the benefits proposed by the Canadian reciprocity
compact, could not refrain from saying as follows, although the
provincial newspapers were urged to say nothing about it‘
before this bill, so precious to them, became a law:

It wonld be diffienlt to i ne any change caleulated to prove o!
greater value to this country the grant of free entry of our fish |
into the United States. For years we have been seeking this, and
valnly; we have been offering substantial concessions therefor in t!xa
past, and now it has come to us without our having to give a.uy corre-
sponding concession whatsoever, !

The article goes on to say:

The udvnntnge which will follow from this transformation of the
industry will enormons and will grow as the years advance, and
opportunities tor us in Newfoundland are such as never exisied before.

That is what they expect from the removal of these duties.
Why, Mr. President, for years Newfoundiand and the maritime
Provinees have been making every kind of offer, offering all
sorts of concessions, in order fo get an entry to our market and
remove our duties. This bill will turn over the entire fishing
Industry of the Northeast—that is, the Great Banks and the
treaty waters—to the-Canadian and Newfoundland vessels.
There is no escape from it. It will also turn over to them a
large part of the packing industry that is not covered by para-
graph 221—the smoked, dried, salted, plckled, or frozen fish.
It will probably carry the packing industry with it in the end;
but the fish that are now packed and preserved in the factories
at Gloucester and elsewhere will be brought there hencetortlr'
in Canadian vessels,

Mr. President, I am unable to understand the theory upon
which this industry is to be destroyed. We imported last year,
5,000,000 pounds of fish from the Provinces. We produced]
15,000,000 pounds ourselves. The duty is a large revenue,
raiser as it now stands. There has been no serious advance in’
the price of fish. The average profit on fish I will say here is
less than the duty—less than three-fourths of a cent per pound.'
In seven years the price of fish has advanced only from 6 centsy
a pound to 6.2 cents a pound. It has advanced only two-tenths
of a cent a pound in seven years, and that small advance is due
undoubtedly to the increasing diminution of the catch.

This industry has another peculiar feature. The fishermen
employed are paid directly from the catch. In the case of
almost all the vessels that go out of Gloucester the ﬂsherm&n
on the vessel have one-half the profits and the captain and the'
owners have the other half. Therefore the pay of the men,
like the profits of the captain and the owners, depends on the
success of the voyage. Sometimes their profits are very large,’
if thexy have a good catch; sometimes the fares are very smally
and the wages and profits go down. At its best it is not a very
profitable industry.

But the. men who earn their living in the business are pald,
directly from the business. There is no such thing here us
corporations or trusts or anything of that kind so far as the'
fishing is concerned. There are, of course, companies which'
pack and preserve the fish after it has been bought by them and
delivered to them, and there are companies which have in-'
terests in the fishing vessels; but the men who do the fishing,
the men whose case I am {rying to plead, depend for their
livelihood on the result of their hands and their own catech.|
They are now to be displaced; their places will be taken by
the Canadian and Newfoundland vessels. They will be foreed
to seek a living elsewhere.

We have pretty well rid ourselves of our merchant marine,
and now we are preparing to take our flag from the seas where,
it still floats on the fishing vessels, Mr. President, I suppm
it is thought that this is a small industry, perhaps; but even in’
the part of which I speak, which is only a fragment of it,
there are 4,500 men who go out to the banks on the Gloucester,
fleet alone. That means a good many people dependent upon
the earnings of those fishermen. There are 22,000 men engaged'
in the fisheries in New England. If we go farther afield, we
find that Maryland has 18,000; Virginia, 20,000; New York;‘
18,000; California, Oregon, and Washington, 14000 and t.he
I.akes, 7,000, On the Lakes and in the Northwest, where th
fisheries are just beginning to be developed, of course this matt
of putting fresh fish, smoked, pickled, and frozen fish on the freq
st is @ beavy handicap to them, as it is to those on the
coast. The difference is that only the east-coast fishermen ot
Canada, so far as I know, receive the Government bounty, and E
do not think it is distributed yet to the fishermen of the wese
coast. ]

In a case wherg we are getting revenus from an m?&
where there has been no advance in price, where every
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knows that the removal of the duty will not alter the cost
of fish to the consumer at all, it seems to me utterly unfair, it
geems to me cruel, to put this branch of the indusiry out of
existence and to injure the industry as a whole everywhere.

Mr, LA FOLLETTE. Mr, President—

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachu-
seits yield to the Senator from Wisconsin?

Mr. LODGE. Certainly.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I have been following the Senator's in-
teresting discussion of this paragraph, but I desire fo inquire
just how and to what extent this bounty is distributed? I do
not think the Senator stated it.

Mr. LODGE. One hundred and sixty thousand dollars, the
interest of fhe Halifax award, is distributed directly to the
Canadian fishermen. It is given to the owners. I do not know
whether they fish on shares, as we do, or not; but it is given in
cash directly to the owners of the Canadian fishing vessels. I
suppose it is pro rata, according to the tonnage of the vessels
or the number of men on board. It is distributed in cash. The
other help is indirect, in the form of rebates on the railroads,
aid in the cold-storage warehouses, and so forth.

Here, then, we have a situation where it is utterly impossible
for our men to compete. This bill simply gives the industry to
the Canadian fishermen, wipes out the American fishermen of
the banks and the treaty waters, and, so far as I can see, gets
absolutely nothing in return. We do not get cheaper fish. We
get no benefit to the consumer. We throw away revenue. We
extingnish a portion of a great industry.

Mr. DILLINGHAM. Mr. President, if the Senator will per-
mit me, I think I can tell him where he can get the informsation
asked for—from the Commercial Handbook of Canada. He can
find there just what the bounty is and how it is paid.

Mr. LODGE. I am very much obliged to the Senator.

According to this volunme the fishing bounty was first paid by
the Dominion Government in 1882, As I read the totals, nearly
$5,000,000 have been paid out. The highest bounty paid per
head—it is paid per head and to vessels—to vessel fishermen
was $21.75 in 1893 ; the lowest, 83 cents:

In 1008 vesscls received $1 per ton up to B0 tons; vessel fishermen,
3_"2:25 each ; boats, $1 each : boat fishermen, $3.90 per man. The Cana-

n Government received, through the Imperial Government, $4,490,882
as Canada's share in the fishery award made in 1877. Under the terms
of the treaty of Washington, 1871, an amount equal to the interest of
this sum was appropriated for bounty purposcs to encourage deep-sea
fishing on the Atlantic coast.

Mr. BRISTOW. DMr. President, I have been very much in-
terested in the discussion, and I should like to inguire upon
what theory the Canadian Government contributes such a liberal
bounty to their fishermen. What are the purposes which they
geek to serve by so doing?

Mr. LODGE. They think it a very important indusiry to
be maintained. They have always been buoyed up by the hope,
which has been gratified at times by reciprocity arrangements,
that they could get free entry into the American market. They
believe, and I think they believe rightly, that if they pay
bounties to their fishermen and encourage them in every possi-
ble way, and if we take off our duty and give nothing to our
fishermen, they will get complete control of the American
market. I think they are right as to that.

Mr, NELSON. Is it not a fact, too, that in respect to New-
foundland fishing is the only indusiry of any consequence, and
unless it is fortified and maintained there hardly anybody will
be left on the island?

Mr. LODGE. What the Senator says is absolutely true. I
was about to make that statement.

Mr. NELSON. And it is such a distinct and important in-
dostry that I imagine that is one reason why Newfoundland
did not enter the Dominion. Newfoundland is not a part of
the Dominion Government to-day.

Mr. LODGE. No; it is not in the Dominion.

Mr. NELSON. It is an independent Province, distinet from
all the other Canadian Provineces; and I think the fishing in-
dustry is the main cause of that. It is the life of the country.

Mr. LODGE. It is: and the Senator, I think, is quite right
in saying that they stayed out of the Dominion Government
largely because they wished, if possible, to make separate ar-
rangements with us, which they have been trying to do through
reciprocity freaties. Now, we are going to give our market to
them for nothing. Fishing is really the only industry of New-
foundland that is of the slightest consequence. It is the only
industry, and in Newfoundland the vessels are all owned by
what are known as the planters; that is, they are men of eapi-
tal and corporations in St. Johns. They own the entire fishing
fleet; and the inhabitants of the west coast, who do a great
deal of the fishing there, are in a state of the greatest poverty.

In fact, it was made an issue in one of the recent elections in
Newfoundland.

I do not know about the comparative labor cost. I made
no attempt to show any difference in labor cost between the
Canadian fishermen and the American fishermen; but there is
no question that the Newfoundland boats, run as they are,
and all in the hands of these rich owners in Sf. Johns, are run
very much cheaper than ours, and I rather think somewhat
cheaper than the Canadian boats; and, of course, they come in,
too. They have besides the natural geographical advantage of
neighborhood.

Mr. DILLINGHAM, I find also, while the Senator is speak-
ing on that subject, that—

Fish and other products of the fisherles of Newfoundland may be im-
gorted into Canada free of customs duty unless otherwise determlneq
¥y the governor in council, by order published in the Canada Gazette;
and fish canght by fishermen in Canadian fishing vessels and the prod-
uct thereof carried from the fisheries in such vessels shall be admitted
into Canada free of duty, under regulations of the minister of customs.

Mr. LODGE. Yes; they let in the Newfoundland fish free,
while they have a duty on our fish. I have said nothing about
the duty. The bounty is enough.

Mr. NELSON. I also wish to call the Senator's attention to
the fact that France has two islands for fishery purposes at or
near the Newfoundland banks, which they retained under the
treaty when they relinquished Quebec; and that is a great fish-
ing ground for the Frenchmen.

Mr. LODGE. Yes; the French Government retained the
islands of St. Pierre and Miqguelon. The Breton fishermen come
there, as they have come since the sixteenth century; but, of
course, the product of the French fisheries is all taken to France.

Mr. President, these fishermen are a strong and hardy race.
Their occupation is one involving a great deal of danger. Of
late years the death list, I am happy to say, has been much
reduced; but for a period of 25 years, up to a comparatively
short time ago, the average loss of life every season in the
Gloucester fisheries reached 100 and over.

Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachu-
setls yield to the Senator from Kansas?

Mr. LODGE. Certainly.

Mr. BRISTOW. I should like to inguire of the Senator if
this policy of paying a bounty, in his judgment, has been in-
augurated because this was regarded as a desirable occupation
for British subjects in order to recruit sailors for their navy?
Does that enter at all into the question?

Mr. LODGE. The bounty is given by the Dominion Govern-
ment. I do not know whether that consideration has entered
into the matter at all or not as a source of supply for the
British fleet, but I think it highly probable that it has. In
France the fishermen are encouraged. They receive bounties.
"They have special licenses which give them the sole right to fish.
In return each one of the Breton fishermen has to serve three
years in the navy; then he gets his license, and he gets certain
privileges, and every ship is given a bounty.

Mr. PERKINS., We have given bounties, too, at times.

Mr. LODGE. Yes; as the Senator from California suggests,
there have been periods when we have given bounties. It has
been the general policy of the world to encourage fisheries with
a view of making them a nursery of seamen.

With our great population, relatively few come from the
fisheries, I suppose; but when the Spanish War occurred
Gloucester sent a larger percentage of men into the Navy of
the United States than any city or town in the country. While
in seacoast cities like New York and Boston the average of
men passed as physically fit for the Navy was only some 14 per
cent, in Gloucester over 75 per cent passed. They sent nearly
500 men into the Navy. From a small town like Gloucester
that was a prelty good contribution.

I asked an admiral of the Navy about those men. He said,
“ Why, they were the best men we could possibly get. We did
not have to teach them anything. The moment they were on
board the ship they knew the whole thing. You could put
them into a boat and send them anywhere to do anything. They
had to learn about big guns, and that was all.” He told me
that most of them rose tc be boatswains and warrant officers at
once.

They are a good population. They are a hardy, bard-working
population. They carry on their industry at the risk of their
lives in the gray and stormy seas of the North Atlantic. I
think they are the kind of population it is well to encourage,
just as it is well to encourage the men of the farm.

I am not saying what I do as to the danger to the north-
eastern fisheries as a matter of alarm. There is not any ques-
tion about it; it is utterly impossible for our people to carry
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on the bank fisheries in competition with the bounty-fed fish- |

eries of Canada and the poorly paid fisheries of Newfound-
land. We can not do it. The bank fishermen of New Eng-
land, of Massachusetts and Maine, where most of them are,
will go out of existence.

I can see no reason whatever, on any prineciple of revenue or
of protection or of free trade, for handing over our industries
to our neighbors on the north who see fit to give a bounty to
their fishermen. I ean not see any reason for it, except, I sup-
pose, that it is thought it would make an engaging cry upon
the stump. That seems to be, as far as I can make out, the
one coherent principle that runs through this bill. Will it make
a pleasant ery when you get on the stump? * We have given
you free fish; we have not cheapened it, but we have given you
free fish. We have given you free sugar; we have not cheap-
ened it, but you have free sugar. We have taken the duty off
meat and off wheat, and so on.” They will not lower the price
by doing it. But it makes a pleasant ery upon the stump; and
I can see no prineiple in such a plan as this, putting fish on the
free list, except the principle of the stump speech, which is not
an economiec principle but a means of vote catching.

Mr. President, I offer the following amendment to go in as a
new paragraph before paragraph 221,

The SecreTary. On page 60, after line 6, insert as a new
paragraph:

220%. Herrings, pickled or salted, smoked or kI;;gerad, # of 1 cent
ger und ; herrings, fresh, § of 1 cent per pound. Fish, fresh, smoked,
ried, salted, pickled, frozen, packed in lece or otherwise prepared for
preservation, not specially provided for in this section, § of 1 cent per
pound ; fish, skinned or bomed, 13 cents per pound; mackerel, halibut,
or salmon, ﬁuh. pickled, or sal 1 cent per p_uund.

Mr, LODGE. On that I ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr. WILLIAMS., I want to call the,attention of the Sena-
tor from Massachusetts to section § of the bill. If the bounty
system in Canada operates as a diserimination against us with
regard to our fisherles, in section 5 the President——

Mr, LODGE. If the Senator will allow me, I examined that
with great care in the hope that there might be something there,
but there is not. There is no diserimination against the United
States in that bounty. It applies to all the world.

Mr. WILLIAMS. It says here:

Which unduly or unfalirly diseriminates against the United States or
the products thereof.

Mr. LODGE. It does not mention a bounty. ¥

Mr. WILLIAMS. No; it does not mention eo nominee a
bounty. It provides—

That whenever the President shall ascertain as a fact that any coun-
try, dependency, eolony, province, or other political subdivision of gov-
ernment imposes any restrictions, either in the way of tarlff rates or
provisions, trade or other regulatioms, charges or exactions, or in any
other manner, directly or indirectly, upon the importations into or sale
in such foreign country of any agricultural, manufactured, or other
product of the United States Which

“Which " refers back to all that—
which undnlw unfairly discriminates against the United States or the

prodocts the:

Then, the next clause is when found unduly discriminating
upon the exportation of any article to the United States from
that country, “ or "—the next one is pretty broad—
does not accord to the products of the United States reeiprocal and
equivalent treatment, he—

That is, the President—

, and 1t shall be his duty, to suspend b 1
e NI OF ey & Theneu Ly ppecauL:

And the first méntioned among the list of things upon which
he may make this readjustment are “ fish, fresh, smoked, and
dried, pickled, or otherwise prepared.”

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I examined that provision with
the most anxious care, for I was in strong hopes that I conld
find something in it, something which would enable the Presi-
dent to impose the duties provided for in section 5 in the case
of the payment of the Canadian bounty, but there is nothing in
the wording of that section which gives him any power to do it.
There is nothing diseriminatory against the United States either
in the duty that Canada imposes or the bounty she pays. To
give the President power to act under section 5 there has to
be a discrimination, and there is no diserimination here. It
operates against us, and against us alone, it is very true, but
it stands in the law as applying to all the world. There is no
discrimination against our products, and the bounty is, of
course, a domestie affair and does not come within that clause.
I wish it did come within it, but there is no relief there,

Mr. BRISTOW. I understand the amendment offered by the
Senator from Massachusetts is the present law.

Mr. LODGE. Yes; it is the present law.
in 1909. It was not left entirely unchanged. It was redueced
in some forms.

Mr. BRISTOW. I notice in the handbook that the ad valorem
equivalent on the importations of 1910 for the first bracket was
6.72 per cent; on the second bracket, 12.86 per cent; on the
third, 12.70 per cent; on the fourth, 13.32 per cent; and on the
fifth, 16.20 per cent. That, I understand, is the ad valorem
equivalent which these specific duties wounld impose. So the
highest would be only a liftle over 16 per cent.

Mr. LODGE. The highest would be 16 per cent and the
lowest 6 per cent. I am much obliged to the Senator from
Kansas for calling attention to that, because it is a point which
I overlooked.

The existing duties are very low. The duties imposed are
nothing but revenue duties, really, and why should that revenue
be thrown away when you will not reduce the result of the
reduction to the consumer? You throw away that revenue sim-
ply to give the whole business to the foreigner, to the Canadian,
favored and supported by the bounty.

Mr. WILLIAMS. T find that the importations of fish of all
sorts in the year 1910, the only year for which I have the full
figures—I have them partly for the next year—amonnted to
$8.931,863, in round numbers $4,000,000, and the total consump-
tion was twelve and one-half million dollars. It does not seem
that we have suffered very much in the matter of “ invasion™
or “inundation ” of imports.

Mr. LODGE. I said when T began that 25 per cent of the
fish consumed in the United States were imported, from which
we get revenue,

Mr. WILLIAMS. In other words, that equivalent ad valorem
under the Payne tariff Iaw was 20.9 per cent upon fish in oil
or in oil and other substances.

Mr. LODGE. I have not been discussing any fish in oil.
'I‘hc:;‘e are taken care of. Those are the fisheries of the Maine
cof

Mr., WILLTAMS. But the Senator need not get excited. I
am discussing all of them.

Mr. LODGE. I am not getting excited. I was getting em-
phatie.

Mr. WILLTAMS. Well, emphatie, then. I am discussing the
equivalent ad valorem. Taking the entire paragraph and
the average ad valorem, we have only reduced it four and a
fraction per cent, from 20.37 to 23.21, except when we eome to
caviar, which we have regarded as a Inxury, and on which we
have kept up the original figure. Fish, skinned or boned, we
have rednced 60 per cent.

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President——

Mr. WILLIAMS. I did not want to argue the case, but where
less than one-third of the total consumption was imported——

Alr. LODGE. The figures the Senator from Mississippl has
been reading—the paragraph he has been discussing—I have
not alluded to at all. Youn have blotted out half the fish duty.
Those are the ones I am speaking of.

Mr. WILLIAMS. You are talking of fresh fish?

Mr. LODGE. I am not speaking of the protection on the
Maine sardine.

Mr. WILLIAMS. You are speaking about fresh fish.

Mr. LODGE. Fresh fish, salted fish, frozen fish, pickled fizh.

Mr. WILLIAMS. As to fresh fish, we have placed them upon
the free list.

Mr. LODGE. You have also smoked, dried, frozen, and
pickled, and all the salted fishes except sardines.

Mr. WILLIAMS. All right, Mr. President.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The yens and nays have been
ordered on agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Senator
from Massachusetts, and the Seeretary will eall the roll.

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming (when his name was called). I
have a general pair with the senior Senator from Missouri
[Mr, SroNE], who is absent from the Chamber. I will transfer
the pair to the junlor Senator from Maine [Mr, Burrken]. I
vote “yea.”

Mr. SHEPPARD (when Mr. CULBERSON'S name was called).
My collengue [Mr. CureeesoN] is unavoidably absent. He is
paired with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. pu Poxr].

Mr, KERN (when his name was called). I transfer my pair
with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Bravrey] to the Senator
from Maine [Mr. JoansoN] and vote “ nay.”

Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was called). T transfer
my pair with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Cort]
to the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Hrrcocock] and vote. I
vote “nay.”

It was not raised
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Mr, THOMAS (when his name was called). I again transfer
my general pair with the senior Senator from New York [Mr.
‘l‘loof] to the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Gore]. I vote

nay."”

Mr. WILLIAMS (when his name was called). Making the
same announcement I made on the last roll call, I vote “nay.”

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I wish to announce the pair of
the senior Benator from West Virginia [Mr. Cmritox] with
the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. JAcksoN].

Mr. BRYAN. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Michi-
gan [Mr. Towxssesp] to the Benator from Mississippl [Mr.
Varpamax] and vote “ nay.”

Mr. BANKHEAD. I transfer my pair with the junior Sena-
tor from Wesf Virginia [Mr. Gorr] to the junior Senator from
Tennessee [Mr. SuieLns] and vote “nay.”

Mr. LODGE (after having voted in the affirmative). I ask
if the junior Senmator from Georgia [Mr. Smrra] has voted?

The VICE PRESIDENT. He has not.

Mr. LODGE. I have a general palr with that Senator. I
transfer it to the Senator from California [Mr. Works], and
let my vote stand.

Mr. LANE. I desire to state that the senior Senator from
Oregon [Mr. CHAMBERLAIN] is unavoidably absent. He is
paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Ouivezr].

The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 36, as follows:

YEAS—27.
Brady Dillingham Lodge Sherman
Brandegee Fall MeLean Smith, Mich,
Bristow Gallinger Nelson Smoot
Burton Gronna Norris Sutherland
Catron Jones Page Warren
Clark, Wyo. Kenyon * Perkins Weeks
Crawfor La Follette Poindexter

NAYS—36.
Ashurst Kern FPomerene Bmith, Ariz,
Bacon Lane Rangdell Smith, 8. C.
Bankhead Lewis Reed Swanson
Bryan Martin, Va, Robinson Thomas
Clarke, Ark. l\tartine, N.J. Saulsbury Thompson
Fletcher Myers Shafroth Thornton
Hollis O'Gorman Bheppard Tillman
Hughes Overman Shively Walsh
James Owen Simmons Williams

NOT VOTING—32.

Borah Cummins Lippitt Smith, Ga,
Bradley du Pont MeCumber Smith, Md,
Burleigh Goff Newlands Stephenson
Chamberlaln Gore Oliver Bterling
Chilton Hitcheock FPenrose Htone
Clapp Jackson Pittman Townsend
Colt ’ Johnson Root Yardaman
Culberson Lea Shiclds Works

8o Mr. Longr's amendment was rejected.

Mr, SMOOT. Mr. President, I wish to call the attention of
the Senator having the bill in charge to the last two lines of
paragraph 222, The present law in relation to pineapples pre-
served in their own juice reads:

Pineapples preserved In their own julce, not having sugar, spirits, or
molasses added thereto.

I remember very well why those words were included in the
law of 1909. In the law of 1897 they were not included, and
the words of the law of 1897 are the words used In the pending
bill. The question arose in a good many cases as to what it
actually meant, and there were a number of decisions and end-
less litigation on it, it being held that pineapples containing
up to 33 per cent sugar were not dptiable as fruits preserved in
sugar, but pineapples preserved in their own juice.

It is possible that this provision would be interpreted as
indicating an intention on the part of the Congress to single
out pineapples from the general provision of fruit containing
sugar. Therefore I offer an amendment. After the word
“ Juice,” in line 6, page 61, I move to insert the words:

Not having sugar, spirits, or molasses ndded thereto.

I will assure the Senator from Mississippl if those words are
not included in this law the same litigation will be passed
through again that was passed through under the law of 1897,
I ask for a vote upon the amendment, unless the Senator will
accept it,

The VICE PRESIDENT. That Is paragraph 222. Para-
graph 221 has not yet been passed upon.

Mr. WILLIAMS. The lifigation to which the Senator from
Utah refers seems to have been a litigation which was carried
to a conclusion. The principle involved seems to have been
adjudicated, for I find that it was held in a number of decl-
sions that pineapples containing up to 33 per cent of sugar were
not dutiable as fruits preserved in sugar but as fruits pre-
served in their own juice. I suppose the idea in the mind of
the ITouse was to permit this leeway of 33 per cent, which is

the decision under the previous law, where the langnage of the
bill as passed by the House was decided to be a line of demarca-
tion between pineapples preserved in their own juice and arti-
ficially treated with sugar.

Mr. SMOOT. The result will be that if we sirike out these
words now, after the litigation which has been passed through,
the importers will take it that we have singled ont pineapples
only, whereas this applies to all kinds of fruits; and with those
words in there would be no question about it.

I think I have done my duty in offering this amendment,
and if the Senator does not want to accept it, of course, well
and good.

Mr. WILLIAMS. I believe I should like to have that sugges-
tion go back to the committee,

Mr. SMOOT, That will be perfectly satisfactory, Mr. Presl-
dent. I offered it with no intention of finding fault whatever.

Mr. WILLIAMS, I believe I would rather look into it a little
further. My own opinion is that the intention of the House was
to allow 23 per cent sugar content to be regarded as pineapples
preserved in their own juice. But I would rather look into it
a little further.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the paragraph
goes back to the committee.

Mr. JONES. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Paragraph 221 has not yet been
passed on by the Senate. The committee amendment has not
been acted upon.

Mr, JONES. If paragraph 221 has not been passed upon I
want to ask the Senator in charge of this part of the'blll a
question. Under the first part of paragraph 221 the average
rate at the present time is twenty-nine and a fraction per cent.
The House reduced it to 20 per cent. The committee has raised
it to 25 per cent. In the other bracket the present rate is 20
per cent for fish not specially provided for in tin packages, and
so forth. The commitiee has reduced that 50 per cent.. Upon
what theory did the committee make so much greater redue-
tion on that bracket than on the first?

Mr. WILLIAMS. I will state, Mr. President, that when we
came to the first part of the paragraph there was a good deal
of complaint here. On the coast of Maine they capture a little
herring and can it and call it a sardine. I reckon it is just
about as good as the sardine, except that it is not. The Maine
fishing laws are so much more stringent than the laws just
across in Nova Scotia regarding fishing in season and all that,
that those people convinced the subcommittee, of which I was
a member, that with the duty as fixed by the House they would
have to move their plants over to Nova Scotia. Not being de-
sirous of uselessly injuring anybody in connection with an article
which was not an absolute necessity, and believing we would
get as good a revenue for a reason which I will explain in a
moment, we raised that duoty.

Mr. JONES. 1 am not complaining about that raise.

Mr. WILLIAMS. I understand the Senator. I am stating
the distinction which we made. Then we concluded that the
sardine that is really imported is the genunine Mediterranean
sardine, which is a luxury. The so-called sardines up there in
Maine are canned and sold for 6 cents or 5 cents a box. These
others, Mediterranean, sell, a8 we know, up to 20 and 30 cents.
We concluded that they would all come in anyhow, and if we
raised the duty O per cent above the House rate we would not
import any less sardines and we would get a better revenue.

When we came to the second part of the paragraph we found
that nobody took the trouble to.make any complaint. We found
by experience that when those who have a special interest in this
kind of business need protection there is complaint, The rate
was certainly high enough. The only question was whether it
was not too high.

Mr. JONES. I wish to ask whether canned salmon comoe
under the second bracket? I think they do.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Are they put up in ofl?

Mr. JONES. I do not think so. .

Mr. WILLIAMS. If they are they come under the first
bracket; if not, they come under the second.

Mr. JONES. I think they come under the second. I am not
sure but that I have some letters in reference to that proposi-
tion, and I should like the matter to go over unfil I can examine
it and see whether or not I have some suggestions with refer-
ence to it.

Mr. WILLTIAMS. I am perfectly willing to do'that,

We passed over while the Senater was out paragraph 222,
As the Senator has come back, is he ready to take that up now?

Mr. JONES. I am ready.

Mr. SMOOT. In connection with paragraph 221, before we
pass upon the increased rate, I simply want to say that on fish




3442

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

AvucGusT 16

where the specific rate is 1} cents, the equivalent ad valorem is
20.21 per cent. I take for granted that the Senator, from his
statement, stated the fact——

Mr. WILLIAMS. I stated the facts as they were represented
to me; I do not know.

Mr, JONES. I will say I have no objection to a vote on the
committee amendment. Then I should like to have the para-
graph go over.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The gquestion is on agreeing to the
amendment, which will be stated.

The SEcrETARY. On page 60, line 9, paragraph 221, after the
word “ cans,” strike out “ 20" and insert “ 25, so as to make
the paragraph read:

221, Fish, except shelifish, by whatever name known, packed In oil
or in oil and other substances, Yn bottles, jars, kegs, tin boxes, or cans,
25 per cent ad valorem ; all other fish, except sueﬁf{sh in tin packages,
not specially provided for in this section, 15 per cent ad valorem ; caviar
and other Ereserved roe of fish, 30 per r:en? ad valorem; fish, skinned
or boned, three-fourths of 1 cent per pound.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr., JONES. In paragraph 222, line 15, page 60, I move to
strike out “ 10" and insert “ 13" before * cents.”

The VICE PRESIDENT. That paragraph has been by unani-
mous consent recommitted to the committee.

Mr. WILLIAMS. I beg the President’s pardon if he so
understoed me. I asked that the last clause of the paragraph,
“ pineapples preserved in their own juice, 20 per cent ad va-
lorem,” be recommitted to the committee. The balance of the
paragraph I did not ask to have recommitted. The amendment
is in order now.

Mr. JONES. I thought we could dispose of my amendment.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The order will be set aside, then,
referring it to the committee. The amendment of the Senator
from Washington will be stated.

The Secrerary. On page GO0, line 15, paragraph 222, before
the word * cents,” strike out “10” and in lieu insert “13,” so
as to read:

Apples, peaches, quinces, cherrles, plums, and pears, green or ripe,
13 cents per bushel of 50 pounds.

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, just a word. The tariff on
apples, peaches, and so forth, going into Canada is 13 cents for
50 pounds. The only complaint I have from our growers with
reference to this provision in the bill is that we are placing the
tariff lower than the adjoining country. The tariff now is 25
cents on 50 pounds. The House has cut that to 10 cents. Our
people ask that we put them, as far as the tariff is concerned,
upon an equality with our Canadian friends across the line.
They can not understand why we should voluntarily place our
tariff below that of the adjoining country. They are not object-
ing to a reduction of the tariff, and they are not objecting to a
large reduction, but they can not understand why, when we are
making a reduction of duties on imports into this country, we
ghould put the tariff 3 cents below what they put upon our fruit
going into that country. That is the principal reason why I
offer this amendment.

I suppose that labor conditions in connection with the grow-
ing of fruit are very much the same in Canada as labor condi-
tions in this country, except that I am satisfied that as to a
great many sections the land values are much higher in this
country than they are in Canada. I know that to the north of
my State in the central part, there are several hundred thou-
sand, if not two or three million, acres of land that are being
irrigated and have been planted largely with fruit trees which
are coming into bearing and which will form a very formidable
and very active competition in our own markefs with our own
fruit.

1t does seem to me that it is nothing but fair and right that
we should place upon fruit coming from another country the
same rate at least that they impose against fruit from our
couniry. Of course, I recognize that this rate applies to all
countrieg, but I think the main competition comes from ounr
northern neighbor. So I hope the committee will not oppose
fixing this duty at the low rate of 13 cents, instead of 10 cents
a bushel.

Mr. WILLIAMS. There could not be any more unsound rule
of taxation adopted in the world than to fix your rate because
some other nation had fixed the same or a higher rate against
you. If they had fixed the same rate against you for protective
purposes, it was because they thought you could undersell them.
That would tend to show that for protective purposes you did
not need any rate at all. If they fixed it for revenue purposes,
then when you came to fix your rate for revenue purposes, you
ought to fix it by the rate that you thought would give you the
most revenue with the least burden. We thought 10 cents
would give enough. Apples do not need any protection that I

know of from Canada, nor, by the way, do Canadian apples
need any from us. To say that because Canada wants to punish
her people who want to buy American apples from Washington
and Oregon by making them pay 13 cents a bushel more, even
if true, is no reason why we should make our people pay 3
cents a bushel more for Canadian apples if they want them, if
we think 10 cents is a sufficient revenue to raise upon apples.

Mr. JONES. Of course, I understand that this bill is framed
with no purpose whatever of protecting our people from anybody
else; that it is framed entirely for revenue purposes; and yet
I have noticed very frequently that in explanations made with
reference to why a duty is placed at this or why it is placed at
that rate, other conditions have been taken into account in a
great many instances. X

Mr., WILLIAMS. Undoubtedly; but the other conditions do
not exist in this case.

Mr. JONES. Oh, yes; of course it is not identical with some
conditions that exist in another case; and yet this simply illus-
trates how easy it is to justify a rate under a bill framed for
purposes of revenue. Of course if any objection is made to a
rate, you can say “ we simply put it on at that rate for revenue
purposes,” and that is all there is to it. Well, there is no
answer, of course, to that proposition. Then in another case,
if you want to justify it on another ground, you are at perfect
liberty to do it. It shows the elasticity of framing a tariff bill
“ for revenue only.”

It does seem to me, however, where there is a country that is
likely to be a competitor in an article in which our people are
very much interested, that it is justifiable for us in framing our
tariff to take into account their tariff on the same proposition.

Mr. President, I ask for the yeas and nays on the amendment.

Mr. WILLIAMS. The higher the protection, then, that Ca-
nadians thought they needed against you, the higher would be
the protection that you think you need against them. That is
the logic of the argument. I leave it to fall by its own
weight.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded
to call the roll.

Mr. KERN (when his name was called). I transfer my
pair with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr, Braprey] to the
§enator from Nebraska [Mr. HircHcock] and vote. 1 vote

nay.” ;

Mr. LODGE (when his name was called), I have a general
pair with the junior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Sauru]. In
his absence I transfer that pair to the Senator from California
[Mr. Woers] and vote. I vote ““yea.”

Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was called). I transfer
my pair with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Cort]
to the Senator from Maine [Mr. JouNsoN] and vote. I vote
“ ﬂﬂy."

Mr. THOMAS (when his name was called), I again trans-
fer my general pair with the Senator from New York [Mr.
Roor] to the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Gore] and vote.
I vote “nay.” :

Mr. WILLIAMS (when his name was called). Making the
same announcement in regard to my pair and its transfer which
I made upon the last roll eall, I will vote. I vote * nay.”

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. LANE. I wish to again announce that the senior Sena-
tor from Oregon [Mr. CHAMBERLAIN] is unavoidably absent,
and that he is paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr.
OrivER].

Mr. BANKHEAD. I maKe the same announcement I made
on the previous roll call as to my pair and its transfer, and I
will vote. I vote “nay.” I desire this announcement to stand
for the remainder of the day.

Mr. BRYAN. I transfer my pair with the Senator from
Michigan [Mr., Towxsexp] to the Senator from Illinois [Mr.
Lewis] and vote. I vote “nay.”

The result was announced—yeas 25, nays 30, as follows:

YEAS—25.
Brady Jones Page Sutherland
Brandegee Kenyon Perkins Thornton
Bristow La IFollette Poindexter Warren
Burton Lodge Sherman Weeks
Catron MeLean Smith, Mich.
Gallinger Nelson Smoot
Gronna Norris Sterling

NAYS—36.
Ashurst Kern Pomerene Smith, Ariz.
Bacon Lane Ransdell Smith, 8. C.
Bankhead Martin, Va. Reed Swanson
Bryan Martine, N. J. Robinson Thomas
Clarke, Ark. Myers Saulsbury Thompson
fletcher O'Gorman Shafroth Tillman
Hollis Overman Sheppard Vardaman
Hughes Owen Shively Walsh
James Pittman Simmons Willlams
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NOT VOTING—34.

Borah Culberson Johnson Shields

Bradiey Cummins Lea Smith, Ga

Burleigh Dillingham Lewls Smith, Md

Chamberlain du Pont Lippitt Btephenson

Chitton Fall MeCumber Stone
apg Gofl Newlands Townsend

Clark, Wyo. Gore Oliver Works

Colt Hiteheock Penrose

Crawford Jackson Root

So the amendment of Mr. JoNEs was rejected.

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. President, is the paragraph still open to
amendment ?

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is still open to amendment.

Mr. WEEKS. On page 60, line 17, I move to amend by strik-
ing out the figures “10"” and insert the fizures “25,” so as to
read :

Cranberries, 25 per cent ad valorem.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The guestion ig on the amendment
offered by the Senator from Massachusetts,

Mr. WEEKS. Mr, President, the reason I move this amend-
ment is that the only supply of cranberries we obtain in this
country, except what are produced here, comes from Canada,
and the Canadian preferential rate of duty is 17} per cent; the
intermediate rate is 221 per cent; and the regular rate, which
applies against this country, is 25 per cent. I see no reason for
making our rate on cranberries lower than the rate which Can-
ada imposes on our cranberries, especially when the cranberries
produced in the United States come from States comparatively
near the Canadian line.

Mr. THORNTON. Did I understand the Senator from Mas-
sachusetts to say that the Canadian rate was 235 per cent?

Mr. WEEKS. Yes; the rate is 25 per cent against us.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment
proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts.

The amendment was rejected.

'The VICE PRESIDENT. In order to keep the record
straight, the Chair will state that the paragraph is recommitted
to the Committee on Finance.

The reading of the bill was resumed, and the Secretary read
paragraph 226,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair inquires of the Senator
from Mississippl whether paragraph 223 went over? It was so
announced awhile since.

Mr. WILLIAMS. No; I did not so understand. I heard no
request to that effect.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair so understood.

Mr, WILLTAMS. That paragraph did not go over, so far as I
know.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The committee amendment to para-
graph 223 will now be stated.

The Secrerary. The Committee on Finance reported an
amendment to paragraph 223, on page 61, line 10, before the
words “per pound,” by striking out “2 cents* and inserting
i | cent " so as to make the paragraph read:

223. 2 cents per Aﬂumu. pru‘nes. and prunelles, 1 cent

per poun * 'raisins and other drle grapes, 2 cents per

cent per pouud currants, Zante or other, 1 cent per 93&’33 nlives,.'ﬁ
cents per gal:on

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in
paragraph 227, page 62, line 3, after the word “thousand,” to
insert “bananas, one-tenth of 1 cent per pound,” so as to make
the paragraph read:

227. Pineapples, in barrels or other packages, 6 cents per cublc
foot of the capacity of the barrels or packages; in bulk, §5 per thou-
gand ; bananas, one-tenth of 1 cent per pound.

Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, I trust this amendment recom-
mended by the Finance Committee will not be adopted. The
banana is one of a multitude of items upon which this bill pro-
poses to levy a duty where no duty existed before, and I think
it one of the most objectionable products which could have been
' selected for that purpose. If the committee intends to adopt
i the principle of levying duties upon noncompeting produets,
i there is an immense field from which they could have drawn.
It would include coffee, it would include tea, and, passing to the
caregory of materials for manufacture, it would have inciuded
erude rubber. Bananas are certainly the most objectionable of
them all, because they are a food of the poor, a food which is
increasing enormously in use in our own country.

I have before me an article in the latest issue of the North
American Review, by Chester Lloyd Jones, professor in the
University of Wisconsin, in which he gives some valuable figures
in regard to the increase in the consumption of this artiele.
It appears that in the year 1912 continental United States alone
consumed 44,520,630 bunches of bananas, or over 60 bananas

for each man, woman, and child in the Unlon. That means
between 25 and 80 pounds per inhabitant.

The consnmers of this article include a large number of our
foreign population—Italians, perhaps, more than any others. I
have a communication from the east side of the city of New
York in which it is stated that it is becoming a leading article
of food there. Some years ago it may have been regarded as a
quast luxury, bat it is not now, by any means, and it is es-
pecially the food of those who desire to economize by avelding
the purchase of the more expensive articles of dlet.

Another set of figures which show how the consumption has
increased is derived from the value of the imports. In 1000
the value of the imports of bananas into the United States was
$5,877.835. By 1910 the value had reached $11.642,000; and in
1912 the value of the imports was $14 368000, nearly three
times as great a value as in the year 1900.

Up to date much the larger share of the consumption of
bananas has been in the United States—probably more than
four-fifths of the whole. Bananas, however, are now becoming
a prominent article of food in other countries. At Manchester
in the year 1909 there was a warehouse which had been con-
structed for the express purpose of storing bananas, and ships
were provided for the purpose of bringing them from the West
Indies. Calenlations evidently were made in relinnce upon a
great increase in the trade.

In France, in the year 1908, the imports were 5,697.0 tons;
in 1911, 17,813 tons—three times as much. Germany took only
320 metric tons in 1889, but in 1911 the amount had increased to
30,438 tons. A similar inerease is shown in Holland where, in
the year 1907, 100 tons were brought in, while in 1910, 3,000
tons were imported.

This increase in the consumption in other countries assnmes
especial importance, because, at least according to the theory
upon which this bill seems to have been framed, countries which
buy articles like bananas give thelr own products in exchange,
and the great increase of banana imports in these other eoun-
tries means an increase of their exports to the Caribbean coun-
tries where heretofore we have had the preponderance of trade.

In England there is no duty on bananss; in Germany there
is none; in Holland there is no duty; in France there is a
small duty, along with that on other kinds of fruit.

I wish te call atfention in the next place, Mr. President, to
the fact that bananas are purchased from countries with which
we have the most friendly relations, and where year by year we
are gaining the greater share of their trade.

Another point to be made in this connection—and it is a
very important point—is that up to date nearly all of their ex-
ports to the United States are admitted free of duty. The
banana is preduced for the most part around the Caribbean Sea.
Jamaica is the leading place of production. Next te Jamaiea
comes Honduras, next Costa Riea, then Panama, then Cuba
and Nicaragua, Guatemala, and Colombia. Practically each of
these counfries supply the United States with more than a
million bunches of bananas; indeed, bananas are the leading
export in many of these countries,

The total value of the exports from Jamaiea in the year 1912
was £2948,000. Of these exports bananas made up £1,456,000,
or very nearly half of the whole.

I call attention to the statistics in regard to cultivation: In
the island of Jamaica of acres planted in sugar cane there
were 34,766; planted in coffee, 24433; in tobacco, 904; in
bananas, 82,435, or considerably more than all the combined
acreage of sugar cane, coffee, and tobaceo.

The total vaiue of the exporis from Honduras in 1912 was
£630,146. I give the fizures in pounds because they are derived
from the Statesman's Yearbook. Of this value bananss made up
£267.535. From Costa Rica the total export? were valued at
£1,883,546, of which bananas made up £880,870.

On the other hand, we have about two-thirds of the export
trade of Jamaica. That island is coming to be like Canada, a
ecountry which, notwithstanding its political affiliations with
England, nevertheless obtains the greatest share of its imported
cemmodities from the United States,

Of the imports into Honduras in 1912, 71 per cent came from
the United States; and of the imports into Costa Riea, 46.29
per cent.

Now, let us notice for o moment the treatment that we give
to these couniries as regards imports from them. In the year
1912, of the imports into the United States from Jamaica 96.46
per cent were free of duty. If this duty on bananas should be
imposed, the percentage would be diminished from 96.46, I
think, to a figure below 50,

of the imports into the United States from Honduras in tha
same year, 99.78 per cent—very nearly all—came in free of
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duty. A very radical change would be made in this regard, di-
minishing the percentage of nondutiable imports from nearly
100 to about one-half, and perhaps to a lower figure than that.
I have not made the exact computation.

Of the imports into the United States from Costa Rica, 99.88
per cent were free of duty; of the imports from Nicaragua,
90.88 per cent—the same percentage—were free of duty.

1t thus appears that we have given the most liberal treatment
to the products of those countries. Several of them, especially
those in Central America and Jamaica, depend in a very great
degree for their prosperity on the sale of this article, and here
it is proposed to change radically our relations with each of
those countries by imposing, against their protest, a material
duty on an essential article of food.

Mr. President, it was claimed by every Democratic speaker
from the stump last autumn that one of the missions of the
Democratie Party, one of the reasons why it should be intrusted
with power was to diminish the price of food; and yet, with a
multitude of other sources of revenue, one of the first things
they do is to impose this duty, which, as it is computed, amounts
to about 15.01 per cent, upon an article which I think I may
say more than any other is the food of people of limited means
in the United States. It seems to me it is an absolute betrayal
of platform promises; it is imposing a tax upon the people who
are subjected to the greatest hardship of any of our population
in obtaining sufficient food for their sustenance. It sounds very
small—one-tenth of 1 per cent—but everybody knows that with
an imposition of the duty not only the amount of that duty is
added, but there is the vexation and expenses of the custom-
house and the change in the course of trade which is created
by taking an article from the free list and putting it upon the
dutiable list,

There is one other appeal which I desire to make in this
connection, Mr. President——

Mr. THOMAS. Mr, President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield
to the Senator from Colorado?

Mr. BURTON. Certainly.

Mr. THOMAS. If I remember correctly, when the Senator
spoke upon the general subject of this bill about two weeks ago
he stated that some proposed reductions or additions to the free
list would not affect to the consumer the price of the article. I
should like to ask him if he thinks this small duty would add
to the price of the article to the consumer?

Mr. BURTON. If I did make any such reference—and I
faney I did—it was not to this class of articles at all.

Mr, THOMAS. I think it was sugar.

Mr. BURTON. Well, when we come to sugar I will discuss
that and endeavor to show the exceptiomal conditions prevail-
ing in that case. Sugar is an entirely different food from
bananas,

Ar. THOMAS.
Senator.

Ar. BURTON. Oh, yes. Another point everyone realizes
is that sugar, having been produced as well as consumed
here for many years, is an article of more general consump-
tion than bananas, and that a very large share of those who
buy it have ampler means and can more readily pay any tax.

Mr. THOMAS. I understood the Senator to say that bananas
were becoming a general universal article of food—a necessity
of life.

Mr. BURTON. Oh, I do not think I said that. I would say

that they are becoming more and more the food of persons of
more limited means. I mentioned some of those who purchased
them.
. Mr. Pregident, if there is any one thing in our diplomatic
pelitical policy svhich we should observe now, it is friendly
relations with the countries to the scuth of us. They have been
misunderstood by the whole world. Their rich resources have
been exploited by aliens from every land. The general opinion
has come to be accepted that they are constantly engaged in
revolutions and that they have the limitations that belong to a
tropical climate and arise from the mingling of different races
under the same political jurisdiction. But those who would be
their most unfriendly critics must admit that they have made won-
derful progress in the last few decades. That progress may not
have been equal in all of them, but it has been most apparent in
every one. Their fufture is bright. Our political, social, and eco-
nomical relations with them must be closer every year.

We owe to them a peculiar responsibility. Just as the New
World is geographically distinet from the Old World, so also it
has its political affiliations and ties. If we should not succeed
in establishing that comity and friendly relation with some of
the countries of the eastern continent which we desire, there is
at least the opportunity for us to manifest that consideration

It is a necessary of life, as I understand the

for the States of Central and South America which the stronger
should always give to the weaker, and to create those enduring
relations of friendship which should exist between all the
Amerleas. This will benefit us no less than them.

Mr. LANE. Mr. President, if the Senator will yield to me, T
should like to say just a word in relation to this matter, in all
kindliness.

Out on the Pacific coast, and throughout the entire Northwest,
the people have planted thousands and thousands of acres of
their lands in orchards. I guess I am strictly within the bounds
of fact when I say it has been done by the square mile. They
will soon be in bearing, bearing apples and other fruits which
are very much more nutritious and palatable than the banana
shipped from the far southern countries. Those people are
very anxious when the Panama Canal is opened, as it will be in
a very short time, to come into the market on the Atlantic coast,
where the people are so much in need of fruit. They wish to
introduce their products there, and thereby to give mutual
benefit to all parties concerned. I hope the Senator will take
that matter into consideration. The Senator from Washington
[Mr. Joxes] will confirm what I have said. There are a great
many of these people on the Pacific coast.

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I can confirm that, but I wish
to ask the Senator whether or not this is intended as u pro-'
tective duty?

Mr. LANE. No; I think not.
happens that way. [Laughter.]

Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, I ean not imagine any reason
for mentioning this fact that in the Senator's State the produc-
tion of apples is increasing, except that he looks askance upon
the coming of the banana; that there is a pet product in his
State to which he wishes to give preference and a peculinr
advantage. He may call it protection, he may call it loeal inter-
est or whatever it may be, but if his argunment has any force
it is that we should protect him against the growing im-
portation of the banana. Yet, I do not expect that at any time
in the discussion of this bill the Senator from Oregon will stray
into the protective camp. IHe may come as far _as the border
of Oregon, but he will never come so far as to accept the general
principle. It will not affect his action here in Washington.

Mr. LANE. Mr. President, will the Senator permit me a
moment further?

Mr. BURTON. Certainly.

Mr. LANE. The fact is, Senators, that the people in that
part of the country have overplanted with orchards. There is
no doubt that they have. It is a matter of necessity with
them. You may lay aside any idea of protection or revenue or
matters of that sort. Their very existence, almost, is dependent
upon it. Anyhow, the facts exist, and I want to eall your at-
tention to it, and I hope you will be merciful to those people.

Myr. BURTON. Mr. President, T think we are merciful to
them when we pay 5 or 10 cents apiece for one of their apples.
According to the principle I have heard advoeated so much on
the other side, practically there is no such thing as an over-
supply of commodities. Like Adam and Eve when they were
banished from the Garden of Eden, the world is all before them
where to go. If there is a big supply in this country, they can
ship to some other. I really think the Senator from Oregon will
find that no matter how many acres his constituents plant in ap-
ples, there will be an ample market for them. We should like
some of them here on the Atlantic coast. We are ready to con-
sume them, and while we have not, perhaps, been very loudly com-
plaining about the price, we would welcome a somewhat cheaper
rate upon them than we liave been enjoying in the past. I
think probably if the price were lower we would consume more
of them.

Mr. President, I regard this amendment here as altogether
out of line with a rational protective policy. I regard it as
imposing a burden upon a very large class of our people, includ-
ing many of those who have come from abroad and with whom
it is a favorite food, and again I say it is unjust to these coun-
tries around the Caribbean, after we have for years been prac-
tically admitting all their products free, to levy this duty and
thus impose a serious handicap upon them.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, it is a fact well known to
those who know him and love him that when he does try to look
serious nobody in the world can look more serious than my
genial friend the Senator from Ohio. The country may believe
to-morrow, when it reads what he has said, that he was dis-
tressed to death. Those of us who know him know that he was
acting distress.

There is one consolation about this tax upon bananas, at any
rate, and that is that every dollar of it will go info the Treasury
of the people. When the people pay two and a quarter millions
of dollars extra for their bananas, if the ultimate consmmers

I think it just accidentally
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shall pay it, they will have the satisfaction of knowing that
they still have the money; that while each individual buying
bananas paid out his share of it, the people in the aggregate
have it all, yet it can be devoted to the purposes of the Gov-
ernment.

When we taxed oranges and lemons and pineapples and
limes and all these things, no voice of complaint was heard
from the Senator from Ohio or from anybody else over there.
Why? Because a part of those taxes went into the pockets of
certain interested parties who had influence at the polls, who
wianted a tax levied on the people in order that it might pro-
tect or, rather, profit them. Therefore there was a special in-
terest underiying it. There is no special interest underlying
a tax on baranas. Every dollar of the tax levied on the people,
so far as bananas are concerned, will go to the Government.
| Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, will the Senator from Missis-
sippi yield to me for a moment?

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes; I yield. =

Mr. BURTON. Does not the Senator from Mississippl know
that with the imposition of duties on raisins, prunes, oranges,
and lemons, under the policy of the bill of 1890, the supply of
those articles has so increased that not only is the larger share
of the demand satisfied at home, but the prices now are cheaper
than they were then?

Mr. WILLIAMS., If the Senator means to say that the im-
pesition of a tax upon the various articles which he has men-
tioned caused them to go down in price, or if he means to say,
still more extremely, that his purpose and the purpose of others
in fixing the tax upon these articles was that they might be re-
doced in price, then he has said something that is precisely
contrary to all that he and his party have professed, because
they have professed that the purpose of levying the duty was
to raise the price in order that the man who sold the product
might make a better profit and pay his laborers higher wages.
You may rest assured that wherever the levying of a protective
tariff of any description has been followed by lower prices than
existed before, it has not been because of the levying of the
tax, but has been because of something else.

You may rest assured of the fact that wherever a protective
tax has been followed by the result of reducing the price the
tax has failed in the purpose for which it was levied. But
if the new position all at once taken by the Senator from
Ohio were correct, then I might arrive at the conclusion that
perhaps Hawaii and Porto Rico, and perhaps the Philippines—
as long as the blessed archipelago is under our flag; God
grant that it may not be for too long—might succeed in pro-
ducing enough bananas to cheapen the cost to the American
consumer. But wherever his party has levied a duty, the pur-
pose of the duty has failed if there has been a cheapening of
the article. '

I am not going to play with this proposition. Somebody is
going to pay two and a quarter millions more for bananas. Of
course they will have to do it. The tariff is a tax, and a tax is
a burden, and somebody has to bear the burden. You can no
more make people rich by burdening them than you can pull
yourself over a fence by your boot straps; and when we levy
this tax upon bananas somebody will have to pay it. Who?
The consumer,

Who is the consumer? The general body of the American
people. What is the burden? What is it on? If you ask me
whether a tax is good or bad, I want to know first the rate of
the tax, and I want to know next the article upon which it is
levied, so that I may determine how burdensome it is to the
general run of mankind.

I want to know how necessary it is in their lines.

Why, my friends, when people read the newspapers and the
REcorp to-morrow, they will think that the Senator from Ohio
almost eried when he talked about putting a duty of one-tenth
of 1 cent per pound upon a “ basic food product of the people”
in the shape of bananas. Yet, if I am not mistaken, he was one
of the gentlemen who wanted to keep a duty upon bread,
and upon meat, and upon potatoes, and upon apples, and upon
everything else under the sui.

I started to say something about ““ vota Italiano” at election
time. Maybe that has something to do with it. We impose a
duty of one-tenth of 1 cent per pound on bananas. It
takes from four to five bananas to make a pound, depending
upon the size of the banana. It would take five or six of these
little Jamaican bananas to make a pound, I suppose—certainly
five. One-fourth of one-tenth is one-fortieth of a cent on a
banana. I have not the slightest doubt that this duty is going
to impoverish the downtrodden workingman of this country to
the tune of one-fortieth of 1 cent for a banana; or, if it is
gue of the little Jamaican bananas, one-fiftieth of a cent for a

anana.

This is one of the things where perhaps the burden will not
fall on the man who eats the fruit. It must fall on somebody.
I read the article to which the Senator refers. It was sent
to every Senator here, It was very well written and very nice.
I expect it was sent by the United Fruit Co. as a present to
each Senator, in order that he might understand what the United
Fruit Co. meant or wanted.

Bananas are sold in the grocery stores, and they are sold
from the little carts on the street corners for the nickel. If
every cent of this tax is reflected upon the man who buys a
nickel's worth of bananas it will be one-fourteenth of 1 cent for
each nickel’'s worth. Now, bananas are not a necessary article
of food, of course. Every one must know that. Bananas are
in the United States a luxury. Every one of us knows that.
They are a luxury which many poor people love and many poor
people eat. In proportion as that is true they ought not to be
made more costly to the people. Nevertheless, when you begin
to talk about foodstuffs no American considers the banana a
regular article of diet of the American people.

We have not yet even learped to cook bananas green, as they
do down in South and Central America, where they do more
nearly take the place of a regular food. We eat them simply
as a fruit. They are no more a part of our food in this coun-
try than oranges, not so much as apples are, and yet these
same gentlemen who quarrel about a duty of one-tenth of a
cent per pound on bananas were trying half an hour ago to put
a duty of 25 cents a bushel on apples!

I am afraid they think there is politics in this banana duty,
and perhaps there may be; and perhaps for a little while some-
body will carry it out to the consumer and lay the tax upon him.
But very soon afterwards the man who does that will have to
compete with the other little fellows that are peddling bananas,
and with the other little grocers that are selling bananas; and
I am almost tempted to say that this is one tax that will not be
reflected in the final price to the men who eat the bananas.
The United Fruit Co. will have to pay it. The jobbers will have
to pay the United Fruit Co. The grocery men will have to pay
them. But the amount of profit upon bananas now, between
the time they are imported into New York and the time they go
down the throats of the men who buy and eat them, is about
100 per cent. The present price is made up in the meantime in
the processes between the United Fruit Co. and the purchaser
from the fruit stand. Carry one-tenth of 1 cent per pound
down through all these processes and see what will become of it.

If this duty adds anything to the price to the consumer it
will add one-tenth of 1 cent per pound. If it is lost in the
shuffle, as I verily believe it will be, somebody will have to make
99.9 per cent profit instead of 100 per cent profit.

Competition with abundant margin for competition may take
care of that.

If not, nobody will be bankrupted and the suffering poor will
not suffer more than one-fortieth of 1 cent than they suffer now.

I read the article that has been referred to and so abundantly
quoted by the Senator from Ohio; and, as I have said, it is
delightfully well written. It is remarkable that it should have
come out just at this time, too, and that it should have
been worded or headed or entitled the way it was. You would
have thought the man who wrote it had no reference to anything
in the world but the beautiful international relations between us
and Jamaica and Central and South America. Beautiful coin-
cidence ! ;

The United Fruit Co. imports nearly all the bananas that are
imported into the United States. I have forgotten the propor-
tion; I had it in the subcommittee, but I have forgotten it now.
My recollection is that it is about two-thirds, but I am not
sure of that.

Mr. SIMMONS. Practically all except those that come from
Jamaica.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Practically all except about one-third of
those that come from Jamaica. It not only does that, but it
owns the ships in which they are brought ; and that is not all. It
has gone down there and has begun to buy up the lands, and it
uses its ships to oppress the other people who raise bananas.
It brings bananas from its plantations in Central America and
the West Indies into this country in good condition when they are
ripe, or when they are at the stage where they will become ripe
by the time they reach this country; and they tell the other
fellow whose fruit is spoiling on the tree that they “ have not
room for his fruit this trip.” In my private opinion, the United
Fruit Co. will pay most of this tax in the long run.

But suppose every man that buys a banana, every child that
buys one, and everybody that goes to a circus and gets one at
the circus, pays this duty at the rate of one-fiftieth of a cent per
banana or one-fortieth of a cent per banana more than he would
have paid otherwise. You still have the consolation of knowing
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that every dollar, every dime, every nickel, every cent of the two
and a quarter million dollars is in your Treasury and still be-
longs to you, and that it was a real governmental tax levied and
received by the Government, and that it did not leak on the way
into the pocket of some private special purpose.

Mr. President, the Government has a right to tax me. I
have said several times that it has a right to take 10 per cent
or 50 per cent or 100 per cent of all I have, if necessary, in order
to answer governmental purposes. It has a right fo tax me on
tobaeco or on bananas or on land or in any other way it chooses
that is necessary. But from my standpoint it has not any right
to take one nickel out of my pocket in order to put it into the
pocket of the Senator from Utah or the Senator from Wis-
consin.

True, the people pay this tax, but the people get the money.
These other taxes—protective ta:eﬁ—which never distressed
any of the gentlemen, who have suddenly discovered what a
basic food product bananas are, lenk on the way in greater or
less proportions, and instead of landing in the people’s Treasury
they Iand in somebody’'s private treasury.

This is abgolutely a revenue duty, with not even incidental
protection to any soul in the world. Senators on the other side
have been twitting us about not having enough duties of that
sort. This is one that is all right, at any rate.

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. President, I present a protest to the Presi-
dent and Congress, signed by a large number of citizens, many
of whom live in the north end of Boston, a section of the city
that is occupied very Iargely by those of foreign birth or parent-
age. I should like to have the protest read and printed as a
part of my remarks, without taking the time to read the names,
which, however, I wish printed.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair
hears none, and the Secrefary will read as requested.

The Secretary read as follows:

To Hon. President Wilson and the Members of the Hmts and House

of Representatives, Washington, D. O.:

We, the undersigned, respectfully and earnestly petitlrm not to
B O s L s et 1o ba. & Ihasry:
scarcely less nutritious ong ago ceased a -
To- da{;lthe banana is universally rded as one of the necessitles of

1ife. e price of blnanas. mstgud of u have the most of the
other foodgtu!!s has e wﬂ, and ty of the fruit has been
greatly lmproved. o ﬂ:js would mean to increase the
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Mr. WEEKS. Mr. President, I am opposed to the prineciple
involved in imposing this tax. Removing the duty from food
prodaets produced in this country and making up the loss in
revenue by imposing a duty on a similar food product which is
not produced in this country is directly contrary to such political
principles as I have bearing on the tariff; and it-is on that sub-
Jject that I want briefly to address the Senate.

This is not a protective duty in any sense, as has been stated
by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WirrLiams], because ba-
nanas can not be preduced in the United States.

Mr, THOMAS. Mr, President 3

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachu-
setts yield to the Senator from Colorado?

Mr. WEEKS. Yes.

Mr. THOMAS. 1 wish to remind the Senator from Massachu-
setts that in portions of the territory belonging to the United
States banavas are produced. They are grown in Porto Rico
and in Hawaii, and form a part of the imports of both those coun-
tries to the continent.

Mr. WEEKS. I was referring, of course, to continental
United States. While there are some bananas produced in
Porto Rico, they are limited in number, There are compara-
tively few produced in Hawaili.,

The islands of the Caribbean are not alike in their eapacity
to produce bananans. Those which are brought into this coun-
try are the large bunches, containing from seven to nine hands,
or perhaps 100 bananas to a bunch. It has been determined
by experiments made that certain sections of some of the islands
of the Caribbean do not produce bananas of that kind. The
United Fruit Co., to which the Senator from Mississippl has

refgrred. devoted between one and two millions of dollars to
trying to produce bananas in Cuba. There are some bananas
produced there; but this company finally gave up the attempt,
believing that bananas could not be produced there successfully,
and not desiring to attempt to import bunches of bananas con-
taining less than seven hands, because it was believed then
and is now that they could not be imported successfully in com-
petition with larger bunches.

As I have said, there is no protection involved in this duty,
so far as continental United States is concerned. The banana
plant, or tree, is a very tender plant, and all attempts made to
produce them in Florida have failed, the tree being killed or
dun}agcﬂ by the slightest frost.

Neither is the banana a loxury, as has been suggested by the
Senator from Mississippl. It is an important food product in
general use, and is especially popular among people of very mod-
erate means in large cities.

It may be of interest to note what has been the result of the
development of the banana business in the United States. It
is only about 40 years since the captain of a trading schooner
brought a few bunches of bananas from Jamaica to Boston as
an experiment. Last year there were brought into this country
more than 44,000,000 bunches of bananas, equal to about 60
bananas for every man, woman, and child in the United States.

If anyone will take the trouble to go into the sections of the
city=where those having the smallest resources live, especially
in sections occupied by those of foreign birth, he will see ail
classes and all ages of those people eating bananas, and to a
large extent it is the basic food on which they depend. It is
s0 immeasurably cheaper than any other food of similar char-
acter that they can afford to buy the banana when they could
not afford other fruits.

The Senator from Oregon [Mr. Laxe] a few moments ago
made some remarks about apples and the relative value of ap-
ples and bananas. Why, a pound of bananas has substantially
the same fuel value per pound (calories) that a pound of
apples has; and yet you can go anywhere on the street and buy
8 pounds of bananas for what you must pay for a pound of
apples, raised in any part of the United States. As an economi-
cal food product they are not in the same class. The banana
is so much cheaper.

Mr. LANE. Mr. President, may I be allowed to icterrupt the
Senator?

Mr. WEEKS. Yes.

Mr. LANE. If the fruit section of the Pacific coast is allowed
free access to the Atlantic coast, with cheap transportation, it
can flood the Atlantic coast with all the fruit the people will
consume. I wish to assure the Senator that good apples are
fully as healthful as bananas. There is a question raised by
many physicians as to the desirability of bananas as a food for
children. If the banana is eaten in its native country, ripened
by natural processes, I think it is a good food for children, for
the reason that the starch has undergone a change toward the
formation of sugar in a normal manner. But many bananas,
as they are handled in this country, where the ripening is
forced by artificial means, are not good for children; and it is
a question whether in many cases they do not do a great deal
of harm. I think if the Senator will leave out that part of his
argument he will be on safer ground, for it is just possible that
a good many children have been killed by eating very bad and
poor bananas, while if they had eaten the good old Oregon and
Washington apples they would not have suffered that fate.

Mr. SMOOT. They could not afford them.

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. President, I think as many children have
been given the stomach ache by eating green apples as by eating
bananas. In any case, the Senator from Oregon does not want
to get the idea that all the apples grown in the United States
are raised in Oregon. The Senator from Arkansas would tell
us that the best apples in the United States are raised in Arkan-
sas; or the Senator from Virginia would tell us that the best
apples in the United States are raised just across the line, in
Virginia.

Mr. GALLINGER. And I would tell the Senator that the best
apple is raised in New England.

Mr., WEEKS. Of course. [Laughter.]

Mr, OVERMAN. I believe North Carolina got the prize.
[Laughter.]

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. In order that there may not
be anything selfish about this production I wish to say that
New Jersey is quite prominent. [Laughter.]

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. President, I am willing to admit that New
Jersey excels in applejack, if not in apples.

Mr, MARTINE of New Jersey. We have the apples to make
the best applejack.

Mr. WEEKS. The Senator from Mississippl has said some-
thing about the price to the consumer. It is the first time I
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have ever heard a Demoeraf in a position of responsibility make
the statement that a tariff tax was not paid by the censumer.
1 do not kuow exactly who will pay this tax. I do not think
anybody knows exactly who will pay it, but somebody is going
to pay about two and one-quarter million doifars, and 1 sus-
peet it will be the consumer in this case.

The majority of the Senate committee at first proposed to im-
pose a duty of 5 cents a bunch. Then, finding there was a great
variation in the size of bunches, they changed it to one-tenth of

1 cent a pound, a bad step, in my opinlon, because it imposes

a welghing of the bunches, eausing an additional handling of
the fruit, from which more or less damage will be done, espe-
cially to the best fruit. But the amount of revenue raizsed will
be substantially the same in either ease, for a bunch of bananas
of 9 hands weighs between 50 and 75 pounds, and a bunch of T
to 8 hands weighs between 25 and 50 ponnds. If the average
weight is 50 pounds, the duty will be exactly ihe same as that
¢iginally contemplated.

Pananas are brought from the place where grown and are
sold by the tramsportation company to jobbers. If a tax of &
cents a bunch is imposed, it follows that the company traunsport-
ing the bananas is going to charge the jebber § cenis a bunch
more than it would if it did not have to pay the duty.

The jobber sells the bananas fo the retailer, and it is more
than likely that the duty which the jobber has paid will be
passed along when this transfer is made. The retaller sells the
pananas by the dozen, or sometimes, of course, by the piece, but
in any case the retailer will have to distribute that duty, and
those who use the bananas will pay the two and one-quarter
million dollars which this duty will produce; quite likely they
will pay more than that, for it will not be easy to charge ex-
actly enough additional to make the difference, and the tendency
will be to increase the retail price so that there may be no pos-
gibility of loss to the retailer, thereby inereasing his profits.

But it is not for the purpose of proteetion, and it is not for
the purpose of reducing the cost of living, and it is not for the
yeason that bananas are not a food product, and it is not for the
purpese of raising revenue that this duty is being imposed ; the
duty is really being imposed because Senators on the other side
think they have discovered a trust in the shape of the United
Fruit Co.. to which the Senator from Mississippi has referred.

Some days ago the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Bristow], in
referring to the duty on bananas, brought forth from the Senator
from Mississippi [Mr. WiLtiams] the statement that he was not
responsible for this duty; that the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr.
Gore] was responsible for it. That snggestion led me to inves-
tigate, and I found some remarks on this subjeet made by the
Senator from Oklahoma four years ago, when the Payne-Aldrich
bill was under discussion. At thai time Senator Gore announced
that he had discovered a trust, and to punish it he proposed a
duty of 6 eents a bunch on bananas. He used this language:

Mr. President, 1 think I have treed a trust.

Then he goes on to make statements about the United Fruit
Co. There was, of course, a modicum of fact in what he said,
but much of his statement indicated that some one had imposed
on his credulity, for the facts did not then and do not now
accord with his statement.

It is of importance to determine whether a monopoly is con-
trolling this industry, even though it is not operating in the
United States, and whether it is extorting unreasonable prices
from those who use the fruit, and in order to arrive at a cor-
rect conclusion it is neeessary to refer in some detail to the
operations of the United Fruit Co. and point out its relations to
this trade. In doing this I think it will be demonstrated that
there is the most active competition in the banana industry;
that the eonsumer gets fhe fruit at a reasonable price; that the
profits are not large, but both price and profit are dependent
upon the crop and other conditions which apply to every similar
industry ; that the operation of the United Fruit Co. is relatively
gaining so that there is not only now but is likely to be in the
future sufficient competition, and that in any case it is not the
kind of trust the Senator from Oklahoma evidently had in his
mind, and I think there may be seen some things in connection
with the operations of the United Fruit Co., which will appeal
even to a Democratic Senator.

This company was organized in 1900 by combining a dozen
companies, among them the Boston Fruit Co., with an au-
thorized capital of $20,000,000, and capital issued for the pur-
poses of the combination of $11.230,000. Since that time in
extending the business of the company and entirely for assets
as the result of the expenditures, the eapital has been increased
to $36,504,300. Indeed, the assets have increased more rapidly
than the capital, so that dividends are not being paid on water
but en actual capital paid in.

The object in establishing this company was to raise fruit
and sugar and to transport them to a market, and in carrying

out these purposes the company has heen snceessfol; it has been
and is now paying good dividends on its steek—I think 8 per
cent at this time—and it has developed one of the largest farm-
ing industries in the world. But this development has not been
at the expense of others, as has been intimated by the Senator
from Mississippi, but has been done along natural and proper
lines, benefiting a large number of people connected with the
industry in many different ways and indirectly great numbers
of people in other ways, including those who consume the fruit.

As an evidence of the development of the industry since 1500
it is only necessary to state that at that time there were
brought into this country 16,000,000 bunches of bananas, and in
the 13 years this quantity has increased to 44,000,000 bunches,
and to show in making this increase that the United Fruit Co.
has not developed a monopoly it is needless to make any other
statement than that of the 16,000,000 bunches brought into the
United States in 1900, the United Fruit Co. transported 11,000,000
and other companies 5,000,000. Last year the United Fruit Co.
brought in 25,000,000 bunches, while other companies brought
in 17,000,000 ; in other words, the fruit transported by the United
Fruit Co. had inereased in the 13 years 125 per cent, while that
transported by the 20 other companies in operation, had in-
ereased 240 per cent. This increase has been brought about
without increasing the price of bananas to the retailer or to the
consumer.

I submif herewith a statement of the average annual prices
obtained for bananas during the operations of the United Fruit
Co., which shows that the highest wholesale price per stem dur-
ing this period has been $1.048; the lowest price, $0.815; the
average price, $0.031, and, enriously enough, that is exactly the
price obtained last year: -

900 $0. 806
i%%"“ . 815
e '

. 081
1905 = 828
1000 22 0 07
1807 1.039
i%g ...... =5 .ebs
1910 S ggg
1611 L0534
1912 e oai

Therefore, while the eost of foods in the United States during
this perlod has increased 24 per cent, the cost of bananas to
the consumer has not increased a cent, and, as I have just stated,
the United Fruit Co.'s part in the produoction and the trans-
portation of bananas has not increased one-half as rapidly as
:ﬁih h}crease of the 20 other companies which are in competition

L.

Iucidentally, it may be mentioned that the United Fruit Co.
iz a home corporation; I believe its stock is entirely owned by
citizens of the United States, while the opposition companies are
very largely controlled by foreigners, and I am told that the
strongest oppoesition is entirely within foreign control. As an
evidence of the widespread financial interest in this company
and as an indication of the fact that it is not owned or controlled
by a few men, I submit a statement showing the holders of the
stock in the United Fruit Co. at the time of the consolidation
and each year since; also the number of trustees who are hold-
ers of stock and the shares held by them; the number of women
who are owners of stock and the number of shares held by them:

Number of stockholders in the United Fruif Co. and the increase from
year to year since ils organization.

Data. Number. | Incraasa
361 361
971 610

1,608 637
1,643 35
1,865 o2
2,314 440
3,232 918
3,778 548
5,122 1,34
5,008 85
6, 160 252
6,181 21
0,658 477
7,104 446
7,535 451

7,555

Kumt?‘er fo atnalliho:ders who were trustees on June 26, 1913, 839;
ge of total, 4.48,
Number of stockhelders who were women on June 26, 1913, 3,794;
percentage of total, 50.2.

Proportion of the stock held by trustees Jume 286, 1913: Number of
ghares, 2:!&88; pereentage of total, 6.5.

Proportion of the stock held a,iwomen June 28, 1913: Nomber of
shares, 97,262; percentage of to 20.57.

=

~
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It will be noticed that there has been a very wide distribution
of the capital since the organization of the company, and that
in number more than one-half of the stockholders are women,
and that trustees have a considerable holding, which shows the
estimation in which the management and operation of the com-
pany are held by those who are familiar with it

It has been charged that there is an extremely large profit
made in the producing and bringing bananas to the United
States. All the testimony that has been submitted indieates
that this surmise is not true, and as evidence in favor of this
contention I submit a eircular issned by the Atlantie Fruit Co.,
of 11 Broadway, New York City, under date of June 23, 1913,
in which they contend that profits are exiremely small, and that
while the Atlantic Frait Co. is an important element in this
trade it can not compete with the United Fruit Co. if the duty
in guestion is imposed. I quote a paragraph giving their state-
ment as to profits obtained in this trade during recent years;

It may be argued against our contention that the United Fruit Co. is
abundantly able to stand the tax and will have to do =o, and that other
companies should be in the same position, but against this our ngm-es
will show that on the importations of this company from October, 1905
to September 30, 1910, fmﬂu shown were anlg 2.7 cents per hu.m_:fl: and
from September 80, 1910, to December 31, 1912 a loss of 2 cents per
buneh ; and from January 1, 1813, to May 31, 1913, a loss of 6.2 cents
per bunch ; although as to the latter item, which inciudes the winter
months, when all companies must face a certain loss, the remainder of
the 1 year may bring the year's showing to approximately 2.0 cents
profit per tuuch.

If this statement is correct, of course it necessarily means
that either the smaller companies will go out of business or the
price of bananas to the consumer will be increased.

The operations of the United Fruit Co. are not confined to the
raising and transporting of bananas, but are extended to the
transporting of other fruits and to the preduction of sugar, of
which 144,000,000 pounds were produced last year. This has
not been done by absorbing or purchasing other companies, but
by a business built up by the United Fruit Co. itself.

The operations of this company, of course conducted pre-
sumably for its benefit, have inured.indirectly to the advantage
of the whole Caribbean district in many ways. It has con-
structed hospitals in various countries at a cost of over $300.000,
in the maintenance of which it spent last year §240,000. During
the life of the company there have been treated in these hos-
pitals 63,000 patients, more than 25 per cent of whom were not
employees of the company. During the past year, as a result
of the health serviee installed by this company, not a single case
of any disease subject to quarantine appeared in any port in
which the company is engaged in business, as a result of its
operations, nor on any of its ships in the service. It has estab-
lished an extensive wireless-telegraph system covering the
Caribbean Sea region, and has constructed lighithouses at many
points, which are not only of benefit to itself but to commerce
in general. Incidentally, it has largely affected our commerce

-in the fleld in which it operates. During the first year of the
company’'s business it exported to foreign couniries, for use in
connection with its own affairs, §764,506 worth of merchandise
purchased in the United States, while last year, for the same
purpose, it exported $4.020,660 worth. But this is only a small
item compared with the business which has been very largely
developed through the means of transportation and as the re-
sult of the operations of the United Fruit Co. For instance, the
exports to the West Indies and Central America from the port
of New Orleans during this period show an enormous increase,
much of which is due to the direct line of steamers operated
by this company. The following is a statement of these
exports:

Exports to the West Indics and Central America from New Orleans,

Country. 1600 mwu

British Honduras......... 31,266,320
Guatemala....... 862, 746
h Honduras 1,205, 868

i S 904, 837

Costa oy e 903, 190
o A GRS SRR T S 3,616, 668
MO o el e et e i , 836, 534
b e R S e T e T T el 223,695
v 1, 7 R e 17,900, 658

In other words, from New Orleans alone, in 11 years, these
exports have increased 300 per cent, and if such resnlts are ob-
tained from other ports touched by the United Fruit Co. it seems
that an enormous volume of manufactures and agricultural
products in the United States have found a new market in the
Caribbean district, and this traffic does not inure alone to the
benefit of the transportation line itself, but indirectly affects
local traffic in the United States, As an example of this, there

were transported by rail to inland ppints in the United States

ght, which originated within the operations of the United
Fruit Co., aggregating 583,500 tons, a necessarily valuable busi-
ness to the railroads and probably reducing the rates charged
on goods brought from inland to the seaboard, because a lower
rate can be made in cases where ears go loaded both ways than
in ;I:lafes where the cars must be returned empty to their starting
po

The development of the company has meant the building of
many steamers and an increase of its transportation facilities
commensurate with the increased resources of the company and
the business which it carries on. During the first year of the
company's business the largest ship employed in connection with
its business had a capacity of about 2,000 tons, and most of the
vessels employed in the service at that time were foreign steam-
ers chartered by the company. Since then the company has
built 20 steamships, having a total tonnage of 117.252 tons, the
largest having a capacity of 8,000 togs. This is of great impor-
tance to our people, because it means employment for those
engaged in shipbuilding and ship repairing, and it would give
us the possibility of obtaining valuable auxiliaries in case of
war. In 1898 the couniry was greatly disturbed in obtaining
sufficient steamers for the comparatively small transportation
service required at that time. Since then the United Frait Co.
has built and put in operation more steamers than all other
similar transportation companies put together, and if we are
going to take steps to rehabilitate our merchant marine, which
I believe will be done in the near future, it is a pretty poor way
to commence it by crippling the one company which has been
adding to our transportation facilities, even under the present
conditions, If we put a duty of 5 cents a bunch on bananas—
there being no duty in most European countries—it will, in my
judgment, change the trend of banana shipments away from the
United States to those countries. It is true that the countries
of Europe have not increased their use of bananas in the same
proportion that the increase has been developed in the United
States, but it is evident that the trade in Europe will in the near
future make the same or similar advances that have been made
in the United States, and if we impose this duty it will accel-
erate this inecrease at our expense. With this increased demand
in Europe the steamers carrying the bananas, in order to make
their ealling more profitable, will offer unusual facilities for the
transportation of goods in return, go that the sales of European
goods will be increased as transportation lines are established
and as a result of the development of the banana traffic. The
net result of this would be that we in this country not only will
lose the bananas, which will necessarily affect food prices in
other cases, but we will also lose the sale of goods which will
be imported from Europe to take the place of those which other-
wise would come from this country.

It seems to me that all of this shows that the operations of the
United Fruit Co. have been beneficial not only to the 7,500 stock-
holders and the 40,000 employees of the company, but to all of
the people in the United States, and that an attempt to cripple
this company by the imposition of this duty is not only an un-
reasonable proceeding in itself, but that it will fail of its pur-
pose, for the United Fruit Co., being a producer as well as a
transporter and having large interests in the localities where the
best bananas are produced, can operate on terms which mean
annihilation to the competition of smaller eompanies. So we
have the spectacle of the Democratic majority in the Senate
being willing to put a duty on a food product, used very largely
by people of extremely moderate means, for the purpose of pun-
ishing a corporation which any unprejudiced individual must
admit has been beneficial to American interests. But even this
attempt, in my judgment, will fail in its purpose, for there is
every reason to believe that the smaller companies will feel the
result of the duty much more keenly than the larger company,
go that competition instead of being increased will be destroyed
and the larger company will be able, if it desires to do so, to
increase the cost of bananas to the American consumer to its
own benefit.

I ean not believe that the large number of those who protest
against this duty and others who are advised of the contem-
plated action will submit without still further protest to this
ill-advised atfempt to restrict American enterprise, which must
result, if it sueceeds, in increasing the cost of an important food.

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, one of tha statements made
in the report of the majority of the Committee on Finance of
the Senate says:

A small revenue tax on this article was deemed justifiable—

to bananas—

in view of the fact that the importation of bananas to this country is a
practical men of the United Fruit Co. n account of the perish-
able nature of anas and the smallness of the tax, it is not believed
it can be readlly shifted to the ultimate consumer,
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In order to test the application of the statement made in the
committee report, I found it advisable to investigate the time
that a bunch of bananas requires to come from Costa Rica into
the grocery shop in Washington or Chicago. It takes two weeks
from the time it is cut from the banana tree, put on the local
railroad back in the plantation in Costa Rica, and the hoisting
machinery puts its down in the United Fruit Co.'s steamer
until it is hanging up in the grocery in Chicago or in the States
of the Middle West.

The modern plan of transportation of this perishable product
has entirely changed the method of transacting the business.
There is a refrigeration in the steamer bringing that product
to our shores that is practically perfect. It is equal to that of
any refrigerator car that travels on the continental lines of
railway.

Therefore there is no protection, as a perishable commodity,
against shifting this 10 cents a hundred pounds to the consumer
of the article. There is no competition by the protection of a
like product in this couniry. Porto Rico'does not, commercially
speaking, put anything on the market that affects the supply;
neither does Hawaii. There is not anything which comes to
the Pacific coast that materially affects the market of this
product unless from Central America or the Caribbean Sea
country. There is nothng raised inside the limits of con-
tinental United States. There is but little in Mexico. You do
not strike the banana belt until you get way into south Mexico.
You have to take a steamer at Vera Cruz, if you are on land,
and go around to get into the banana country.

Practically, therefore, what is claimed by those who believe
in the doctrine of encouraging and developing something we can
produce here does not and could not apply to bananas. There
are not enough bananas raised in the United States or in the
country that is subject to its jurisdiction practically to feed the
animals in the zoological gardens that are maintained in this
country. In other words, the market is not appreciably af-
fected by the home production. It is supplied by the planta-
tions in south Mexico, in Costa Riea, in Honduras, in Colom-
bia, in the northern part of South America, and a few other
countries near there.

Jamaica is a British colony. Our relations are not only
friendly with the home Government of Jamaica and the local
business interests that is handling the banana product in
Jamalea, but it is friendly with all the Caribbean Sea country.
Of course, that is not important. What our relations may be
with the Central or West Indian countries is not of much con-
sequence, We are not out of the Government receivership in
San Domingo yet. It is not of much consequence. If may be
dismissed, notwithstanding the fact that we have either to
vitalize the Monroe doctrine in the Western Hemisphere or we
have to ignobly and meanly abandon it. It is of no importance
what our relations are with the Central or South American Re-
publics. It is of no consequence what are our relations with

. Mexico until some Senator on this side of the Chamber infro-
duces a resolution, and then there is a most astounding and con-
suming interest manifested, and we restrain ourselves; and I
am willing to do so. )

But when it is said here that our commercial relations with
Central America are of no consequence it is well to remember
that under the Monroe doctrine we must exercise some sort of
supervisory power over many of those countries or abandon it.
Now I think is a good time to begin to cultivate amicable rela-
tions with the principal product many of them send to a friendly
port. I do not want to discuss that branch of it at this time;
it may become proper some other time.

There is one matter that I think is material here. A great
many of the tropical countries exporting to us their products
have seen fit to impose an export duty.

In every instance the South American Governments will learn
this in time, If you talk with them when traveling in those
countries, you will find that they are gradually beginning to dis-
cover how to extract revenue from other countries from their
products we use but can not produce. They know that every-
body who drinks a cup of coffee made from Brazilian coffee is
paying tribute to that country. Costa Rica on the 1st day of
July, 1910, put an export duty on bananas. There is an export
duty of 1 cent gold on every bunch of bananas that goes out of
that country. That export duty lasts until July, 1830. You can
figure upon twelve and fourteen million bunches that come from
Costa Riea alone just about how much revenue they will make,
which either the United Fruit Co, will pay or the purchasers of
bananas will pay; somebody must pay it. Costa Rica gets the
revenuie, and the United Frult Co. and the independent com-
panies, if you call it a trust, are engaged in the pleasing occu-
pation of contributing to the public revenues of the Government
of Costa Riea. |

If you go to South America, what do you find? You skirt
around the coast and you get to Colombia. You will find our
heavy machinery there; you will find our flour and our salted
meats there; yon will find there the cheeses that are made here
that are imperishable and gain strength every day in the Trop-
ics; but little outside of that, hardly. You find our trade in
other lines diminishing, if we ever had it, and you find the Ger-
man and the Englishman selling in that market.

If you investigate a little further you will fihd that in this
year, 1913, Germans have gone into Colombia and bought up
large bodies of the available banana lands, and this year, 1913,
is their first crop. They have organized a line of steamships,
and in this year, 1913, that line of steamships is carrying out
of that country that first crop of bananas grown from the
trees that were planted long enough ago to produce it. So that
this year's crop is the first they have sent to the European
market. That is a German company.

You will find, if you go a little further, that about 1900—
I am quoting from memory—Englishmen organized a line of
freight boats to Jamalca. If you look back of that organiza-
tion, you will find that, like most of the English steamship
lines, it is a subsidized line, and under the guise of carrying
the Royal mails, it is a subsidized freight boat that goes to
Jamaica and takes the bananas back to the home country.

If we investigate the exports from Jamaica into the English
market we find that Great Britain is the second of the coun-
fries in the world in the consumption of bananas, the United
States being first.

A little after this freight-boat line was established, a second
one was established, and is now plying its craft between the
West India ports and the home country.

About two or three weeks ago dispatches came here from
that country to the effect that England is preparing to fortify
one of her West India islands, putting there many thousands
of pounds sterling in the improvement of her harbors, in
strengthening her coast defenses, and in establishing an ade-
quate coaling station for her navy in that part of the world.
So far as the public peace is concerned it is a friendly under-
taking on her part; no hostility toward this country is mani-
fested in that development, but she is simply preparing for the
coming change. 3

When the Isthmian Canal is opened the great trade routes
of the world will be changed, the line of travel by shipping will
be deflected from present courses, and Great Britain, with her
foresight, with her subsidies to her boats that travel world-wide,
is preparing herself for the change that will come in the trans-
portation of persons and property through the Isthmian Canal.
When that time comes, with an import duty on 45,000,000
bunches of bananas entering our market they can send their
products in Costa Riea and in northern South America and the
rest of the Caribbean country to some other places, because the
market is increasing daily.

I do not regard a banana as a luxury; but I regard an Oregon
apple as a luxury. In some parts of our Mississippi Valley
couniry we have had to draw our supply from the Pacific
coast—those of us who are inclined to be of fruit-eating habits.
I am not much of a meat eater, but am a good deal of a vege-
tarian, and I take great pleasure in paying from 5 cents apiece
to six for a guarter for apples that come from the Pacific coast.
I have no objection to that, for they are fine apples, and they
are worth the money. .

Mr. LANE. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Illinois
yield to the Senator from Oregon?

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. LANE. Mr. President, I should like to explain to the
Senator from Illinois that the reason for his paying so high
a price for apples is due to the cost of transportation from the
Pacific coast. What I say applies pretty generally to the State
of Washington, to northern California, to Arizona, and to New
Mexico. The high price of apples in Illinoig and on the Atlantie
coast is on account of the transportation charges to those sec-
tions. In our region thousands of bushels of good apples are
allowed to lie upon the ground and are not picked for the
reason that it does not pay to ship them. You can buy them in
that country at any price you desire, but if we had the means
of transportation cheaply to this coast, as we shall have when
the Panama Canal is opened, we could furnish you apples at a
rate which would compete with bananas. Iere is one article
which ought to please you immensely, for the reason that it
brings in a revenue to the Government and Incidentally gives
you an opportunity to protect the American farmer.

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, the explanation is entirely
reasonable and it is entirely satisfactory; but we raise bananas
in no place in continental United States, while we raise apples
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in nearly every State here. The apple is peculiarly an American
fruit. If it is not raised where it used to be—in the New England
States—as much as it was formerly, it is because we have
neglected the eare of the orchard. That is also true with other
places. There is hardly a locality in the United States that
will not raise apples if the orchard is cared for., Consequently
what applies to apples dees not apply to bananas.

It has been stated here, and it is true, that the banana is not
a home produection—that the prineiple of protection could never
apply to it.

I, too, Mr. President, have a number of communications from
gentlemen in various parts of the United States. I will say for
the information as well as for the peace of mind of those con-
cerned that I have had no communication of any kind from
the United Fruit Co.—mnot even a circular letter., The com-
munieations I have reeelved are from some of my constituents,
among whom there are many sons of Italy and many who come
from Greece, famed in the classies. They have with one accord
unanimously sent me many petitions not to interfere with their
usual oceupation in furnishing the population with bananas.
They know what is the matter; they are in the retail fruit busi-
ness. They are not in it to make fortunes; they are in it to make
a living. But they know just as well as anybody knows that if
$2 250,000 of duties are collected at the ports of New Orleans,
Mobile, Baltimore, Boston, and New York—and when I name
those ports I name pretty nearly all the ports to which bananas
are shipped in this country—they know that when that amount
is collected the charge will be passed along on the bunch until
finally the man with the pusheart pays the bill.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Illinols
yield to the Senator from Utah?

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. SMOOT. I do not remember whether the Senator has
mentioned the fact that not only will the amount of this duty
be passed on to the ultimate consumer, but the expense of
weighing the bananas and the loss that will come by bruising,
due to extra handling and in many ether ways, will be added
and will ultimately fall apon the consumer.

Mr. BHERMAN Yes, sir; it will be just the same as in
every other ca

Mr. SIMMO\S Mr. President, the Senator from Utah has
suggested that this duty will be passed on to the consumer. I
suppose that is trae of all daties, is it not?

Mr. SMOOT. On articles not produced in this country.

Mr. SHERMAN. That depends. Name the article and then |

I will answer your question.

Mr. SIMMONS. It is true of many articles upen which the
Republican Party has levied duties, is it not?

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator should state a specific article.
That is not a guestion that can be answered except in relation
to some specific article in a paragraph or schedule.

Mr. SIMMONS. I find that when Senators on the other side
are opposed to a duty and want an article put on the free list
they say the duty will be passed on to the consumer, but when
they are in favor of a duty they say the duty will not be paid
by the consumer.

Mr. SHERMAN. That depends entirely on whether we- can
produce enough of the article here in this country to supply the
domestic consumption. If the Senator will offer the evidence
that we can supply our domestic consumption of bananas by
some form of culture, it would be a different matter.

Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator has been arguing for some time
as if the duty were placed upon bananas for the purpose of
protection ; and, with that in view, he has been trying to show
that we do not produce any of this article in continental
America, although it may be produced in several of our de-
pendencies. I want to say to the Senator that we do not im-
pose this duty with any idea whatscever of protection. Our
sole purpose in proposing the levying of this duty was revenue.

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I never had the remotest
suspieion that anything like that lurked in the minds of the
authors of this bill when they wrote it. The first time I read it
I had some suspicion of my own that it was drawn for other
purposes. I would not consume time by saying to the Senator
from North Carolina that I thought he had any idea of protee-
tion in levying this duty on sonfe other articles which we either
have considered or will consider.

I only wish to say that if the United Fruit Co. will pay out of
itg treasury this two million and a quarter dollars and the eon-
sumer of the banana will not pay it, although we do not produce
any bananas in this country, it is pertinent here to ascertain
why the manufaeturer of cast-iron pipe can not have applied
to him the same kind of a rule. Why should not it apply also
to the agricultural-implement manufacturers at Moline and else-

where, together with the branches of the International Har-
vester Co.'s world-wide business? Why net tax their product?
Agricultural implements are one of the shining lights in the
writing of this bill, because the farmer gets them free listed,
and he is supposed to be correspondingly benefited, as well as
the municipalities needing gas and water are correspondingly
supposed to be benefited by the free listing of cast-irom pipe;
but when it comes to bananas, of which we do not produce any
appreciable quantity in this country, there is a different rule
followed. If it works in one ease, it seems to me that it ought
to work in another case.

Mr, SIMMONS. Does the Senator really think that a duty of
one-tenth of a cent a pound on bananas will be passed en to the
consumer—and by the “ consumer,” I mean the person who eats
them—does the Senator think that?

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes; the consumer will pay the tax in this
instance.

Mr. SIMMONS. This isa duty of one-tenth of a cent a pound.
My understanding is that it takes about five bananas to weigh
a pound, and that bananas are sold in bunches of about five
for 5 cents. A bunch of five bananas would pay, therefore,
one-tenth of a cent a pound. How would they pass that one-
tenth of a cent a pound on to the man who buys five bananas?

Mr. SHERMAN, By raising the price about a nickel.

Mr. SIMMONS. Does the Senator think they would add a
cent to each banana?

Mr. SHERMAN. That is the usual course, as we know from
experience. I can answer that. We endeavored to cheapen
shoes in 1909 by free-listing hides——

Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator thinks that when the seller
here has to pay a tax of one-tenth of a cent and comes to pass
i]:mt gg to the consumer, he multiplies it by 10 and makes it

cer

Mr. SHERMAN: Not necessarily; but he multiplies it enough
to get even change. L

Mr. SIMMONS. I merely wanted to know how mmueh they
pass on to the consumer. I wanted to know whether they really
pass on the tax that is paid. The Senator says that if the
dealer pays one-tenth of a cent on a buneh of five bananas,
worth 5 eents, he will charge the consumer a cenf, because he
has had to pay one-tenth of a cent; and I want to know if that
is the way protection works in the United States.

Mr. SHERMAN. I will explain te the Senator hew it works.
Ordinarily we buy bananas by the dozen; at least, most folks
do. We do not buy them one at a time. We buy them for so
much a dozen, and ordinarily when there is a change of this
kind the dealers pass along enough of the added charge fo make
even change.

Mr. SIMMONS. But the Senator has just said that they
would pass along ten times the fax in this particular case.

Mr. SHERMAN. Well, I do nof care how much you figure
it out, whether it is five times or ten times. Let me ask the
Senator a question. I would not like to have the Senator go.
I will be lonesome if the Senator leaves the Chamber. I

Mr. SIMMONS. I am very sorry for the Senator, because if
that be true, I will say to the Senator that the Senate is very
seldom lonesome in these days when the Senator is present,

Mr SHERMAN. I am glad to know that I relieve the ennul
of the ocecasion. How much does the Senator think the free
gstil&g? of wheat and flour will diminish the price of a loaf of

rea

Mr, SIMMONS. I have not caleulated.

Mr. SHERMAN. Well, I have.

Mr, SIMMONS. Then, the Senator can answer his own
question.

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes; I can answer the question. It will
diminish it three sixty-fourths of a cent in Chicago and ten
sixty-fourths of a cent in New York.

Mr. SINMMONS. It will, then, diminish it?

Mr. SHERMAN. That is figured out by millers and bakers
in whom I have some confidence: I never knew them to mis-
lead me in regard to anything. I should like to know whether
the free listing of flour will result in any corresponding cheapen-
ing of the loaf of bread. 4

I said something about shoes a while age. When hides were
free listed and the duty on shoes was reduced, as I remember—
I am quoting from memory—60 per cent, or from 25 per cent
down to 10 per cent, the only result of that reduction was that
the jobber—not necessarily the manufacturer, but the jobler
and the retailer—absorbed the diminished cost themselves. We
did not get any benefit of it. That is the way free listing works,

Adding a tax to bananas werks just the epposite way, because
the other fellow is paying it. The tax is paid by the fruit com-
pany in the first instanee, the shipper, the hmporter to this
country, if we put it that way. Insitead of paying it out of their
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corporate treasury, the easiest thing in the world is for them
to pass it along. They do not absorb it as they do where an
article now taxed is free listed. Shoes that formerly cost $0
cost $6.50 now. If you are wearing that kind of a shoe, you
got nothing out of that. Bananag, when the duty of more than
$2,000,000 is paid, will have that much of an additional burden
put on them, and the men that buy them for their families are
the ones that will pay it. That is the usual result all the way
through.

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on the amendment
proposed by the committee.

Alr. BURTON. On that I ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded
to call the roll.

Mr. BRYAN (when his name was called). I have a pair with
the junior Senator from Michigan [Mr. Townxsexp]. I transfer
that pair to the junior Senator from Illinojs [Mr, Lewis] and
will vote. I vote “yen.”

Mr. LANE (when Mr. CHAMBERLAIN'S name was called). I
wish to announce that the senior Senator from Oregon [Mr.
CHAMBERLAIN] is unavoidably absent, and that he is paired
with the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr., Oniver].

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming (when his name was called). An-
nouncing my pair with the senior Senator from Missouri [Mr.
Stoxe] I transfer that pair to the junior Senator from Maine
[Mr. Busteiga] and will vote. I vote “nay.”

Mr. KERN (when his name was called). I transfer my pair
with the senior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Braprey] to the
senior Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Hitcacock] and will vote.
I vote “yea."”

AMr. GRONNA (when Mr. PoINDEXTER'S name was called). I

am requested to announce that the junior Senator from Wash-
ingten [Mr. PoiNpEXTER] is necessarily absent from the Cham-
ber. He is paired with the senior Senator from Oklahoma [Mr.
Owex]. If he were present, sie would vote “nay.”
" Mr. REED (when Mr. Stong's name was called). I wish to
announce the necessary absence from the Chamber this after-
noon of the senlor Senator from Missouri [Mr, Stone]. I will
let this announcement stand for all roll ealls of the afternocon.

Mr. THOMAS (when his name was called). I again an-
nounce the transfer of my pair with the senior Senator from
New York [Mr. Roor] to the junior Senator from Oklahoma
[Mr. Gozg] and will vote. I vote “ yea.”

Mr. SMITH of Michigan (when Mr. TowNsSEND's name was
called)., My colleague [Mr. Townsexn] is temporarily absent
from the Chamber. I understand he is paired with the junior
Senator from Florida [Mr. Beyax]. If he were present, he
would vote *“nay.”

Mr. WILLIAMS (when his name was called). I am paired
with the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Pexrose]. I
transfer that pair to the senior Senator from Maryland [Mr.
Sarrra) and will vote. I vote * yen.”

Mr. BRYAN. I wish to announee that the senior Senator
from Oklahoma [Mr. Owex] is paired with the junior Senator
from Washington [Mr. POINDEXTER].

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. LODGE (after having voted in the negative). I desire
to make the same announcement that I made before. I have
a general pair with the junlor Senator from Georgia [Mr.
Sarrr]. I transfer that pair to the junior Senator from Cali-
fornia [Mr. Works], and will allow my vote to stand. I ask
that this announcement may stand for the day.

Mr. GALLINGER (after having voted in the negative). Mr.
President, 1 inquire if the junior Senator from New York [Mr.
O'GorMAN] has voted?

The VICE PRESIDENT. He has not.

Mr. GALLINGER. I am paired with that Senator. I trans-
fer that pair to the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. StE-
PHENSON | and will allow my vote to stand as originally recorded.
 The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 28, as follows:

1 YEAS—31,
Asharst Kern Reed Swanson
con Lane Robinson Thomas
ankhead Martin, Va. Shafroth Thompson
ryan Martine, N. J. Sheppard Tillman
Fletcher AMyers hively Vardaman
Hollis Overman Simmons Walsh
Hughes Pittman Smith, Ariz, Willlams
James Pomerene Smith, 8. C.
NAYB—28.
Brady Dillingham Lodge Sherman
Brandegee Fall McLean Smith, Mich
stow Gallinger Nelson Smoot :
Burton Gronna Norris Sterling
Catron Jones Pag: Thornton
Clark, Wyo. Kelgon Perkins Warren
Crawfo La Follette Ransdell Weeks

Avaust 16,

NKOT VOTING—36.
Borah Cummins Lippitt Saulsbury
Bradley du Pont McCumber Shields
Burleigh Goft Newlands Bmith, Ga.
Chamberlain Gore O’'Gorman Smith, Md.
Chilten Hitcheock Oliver Stephenson
[ ap‘? Jackson Owen Stone
};01}; e, Ark. .}ggnson I;efnrgget g‘uthorlaud
. 0 xter
Culberson Lewlis Root Waowrl]cl:e e

So the amendment of the committee was agreed to.

The reading of the bill was resumed.

The next amemndment of the Committee on Finance was, in
paragraph 233, page 62, line 18, after the word * section,” to
strike out “ 15" and insert “10,” so as to read:

233. Extract of meat, not specially provided for in this section, 10
cents per pound.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment of the committee.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr, President, have we passed paragraph 2327

The VICE PRESIDENT. We have. It has been passed.

Mr, SMOOT. I was engaged in talking with the Senator from
Mississippl [Mr., WitLiams], and it was passed before my at-
tention was called to it.

I desire to call the attention of the Senator from Mississippi
to paragraph 232, which provides for venison and other game a
duly of 1} cents per pound, and for game birds, dressed, a duty
of 30 per cent ad valorem. This paragraph levies a duty on
venlson and game birds, while paragraph 234 levies a duty on
dead poultry. Nevertheless, these articles if prepared or pre-
served would be apparently free of duty under paragraph 548
of the free list, which covers “ meats of all kinds, prepared or
preserved.”

Mr. THOMAS. *“Not specially provided for in this section.”

Mr. SMOOT. I am perfectly aware that it says “ not specially
provided for,” and they are not specially provided for in this
paragraph. In other words, game birds, dressed, and dead
poultry are dutiable under this bill; but if the same articles are
prepared or preserved in any manner, they come in free of duty.
That is to say, the meat of ducks, whether salted, dried, or
packed in tins, comes in free of duty. Was that the intention
of the committee?

Mr., WILLIAMS. What?

Mr. SMOOT. To impose a duty on wild ducks and dead
poultry, and at the same time to allow them to come in here
free if prepared or preserved in any manner? I call the Sen-
ator's attention to paragraph 548 of the free list.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Paragraphs 232, 234, and 5487

Mr. SMOOT. Yes,

Mr. WILLIAMS. At first blush I see no clash between them.
The first one refers to venison and other game, or, as far as
this particular discussion is concerned, it refers to game birds,
dressed, and imposes a duty of 30 per cent. Paragraph 234
refers to poultry.

Mr. SMOOT. Yes,

Mr. WILLIAMS. There is certainly no trouble in discovering
the difference between pouliry, domestic fowl, and game birds,

Mr. SMOOT. None at all. That is not the conflict.

Mr. WILLIAMS. That is dutiable at 2 cents a pound. Iara-
graph 548 refers to “ Meats: Fresh beef, veal, mutton, lamb,
and pork; bacon and hams; meats of all kinds, prepared or
preserved, not specially provided for in this section.”

Mr. SMOOT. That is true, Mr. President.

Mr. WILLIAMS, Pouliry is specially provided for in para-
graph 234,

Mr. SMOOT. Yes; dead poultry is.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Game birds are specially provided for in

paragraph 232,
Mr, SMOOT. The Senator does not yet seem to catch the
idea. I asked the Senator if it was the intention of the com-

mittee to impose a duty upon dead poultry, and impose a duty
upon game birds dressed, and allow those same items—that is,
poultry and game birds—to come in here free if they are pre-
served or prepared in any way? In other words, suppose the
meat of ducks was salted, dried, or canned?

Mr. WILLIAMS. Oh, I see the Senator’'s point!
graph 234 refers to live poultry.

Mr. SMOOT. Why, certainly.

Mr. WILLIAMS. And the point the Senator is making is that
paragraph 548 would let in this poultry free. -

Mr. SMOOT. If it was canned or if it was preserved; cer-
tainly. That is the point.

Mr. WILLIAMS. No; I do not think that was our intention,

Mr. SMOOT. Then I ask that this paragraph may be passed
over for further consideration by the committee. I did not
think that was the intention.

Para-
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Mr. WILLIAMS. Walit one second. Paragraph 232 does
not need to go back to the committee, Paragraph 234 is the
paragraph that needs to go back.

Mr. SMOOT. No; I am not objecting to 234.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I move, after the word
“live,” in paragraph 234, to insert the words “ or dressed.”

Mr, BMOOT. That would not cure it.

Mr, WILLIAMS. No; I beg pardon.
will not cover it at all.

Mr, SMOOT. No; that will not cure it

Mr. WILLTAMS. *“Poultry, live, 1 cent per pound; dead, 2
cents per pound.” That includes all poultry, of course.

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator agrees with me in that. I am not
asking now for the amendment which the Senator has just
offered. 1 am calling the Senator's attention to the fact that
paragraph 548 provides for “meats of all kinds, prepared or
preserved.” Dead and live pouliry is assessed, and so game
birds if they are dressed are assessed; but you can take game
birds and preserve them ; you can take dead poultry and preserve
it,-and then they would fall under paragraph 547 and come in
free. There will be a conflict there. The Senator will no doubt
remember the case of the Chinese company of New York against
the United States where this question was decided. The way
the bill is written the same question will arise again.

Mr. WILLIAMS. T gee the point now. The point the Senator
is making is that dead poultry, in paragraph 234, would refer
only to poultry, dead and in its natural state, and that dead
poultry, prepared or preserved, would be upon the free list.

Mr. SMOOT. It would be upon the free list.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Of course, that was not the intention of the
committee. The Senator is right about it, and I ask that the
latter part of paragraph 234, after the semicolon, be sent back
to the committee for further consideration. I would offer the
amendment now, but I am a little afraid I might not get the
wording exactly right.

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the whole
paragraph will go back. The question is on the amendment of
the committee, in paragraph 233, page 62, line 18, to strike out
<77 and insert “5" before * cents,”” so as to read, “ fluid ex-
iract of meaf, 5 cents per pound.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Paragraph 234 is recommitted.

Mr. WILLIAMS. The same thing has occurred twice. I dis-
like to take up the time of the Senate abont it, but paragraph
234 was not recommitted. The latter part of paragraph 234,
following the semicolon, was recommitted.

Mr. GRONNA. Do I understand that paragraph 234 was re-
committed?

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair desires to state for the
benefit of the Senator from Mississippi that unless there is some
good reason why the whole paragraph should not go back the
Secretary has informed the Chair that it aids the clerks very
materially in keeping the record to have it all go back.

Mr. WILLIAMS. It may aid the Secretary very materially
in keeping the record, but it may cause very considerable
trouble later on. To- da\' on an earlier paragraph, we sent one sub-
ject matter with about a dozen items in the paragraph back to
the committee, and the Chair later announced that we had sent
the paragraph back. As far as I can lay the work behind me
I want to lay it behind me. 'Therefore, when we send a part of a
paragraph back it will not take much more pen and ink or pencil
for the Secretary to note the fact that that part of the para-
graph following the semicolon was sent back to the committee.

Mr. GRONNA. If the paragraph has not been recommitted,
I wish to offer an amendment to it.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mississippi says
he wants only the last half of the paragraph to go back., Is
the Senator's amendment to the first part of the paragraph?

Mr. GRONNA. I have an amendment to the entire para-
graph, to change the rate from 1 cent a pound to 2 cents a
pound and from 2 cents a pound to 3 cents a pound.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will have to let the
Senate rule on that question. )

Mr. SMOOT. Does the Senator from North Dakota simply
want to offer an amendment to poultry live or to both items?

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Both.

Mr. BRISTOW. I do not think the Senator from Mississippi
understood him. The Senator from North Dakota wants to
offer an nmendment to the entire paragraph, and under the
present status the Senator from Mississippi has referred half
of it back and half of it is here. The Senator from North
Dakota ean not offer his amendment because the amendment
applies to both parts of the paragraph.

Myr. WILLIAMS. Undoubtedly it is in order because you
must perfect the paragraph before you recommit.

L—217

Wait a minute. That

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mississippi had
the last half of the paragraph referred back to the committee.

‘Mr. WILLIAMS. I understand that. The amendment ought
to have been offered earlier of course, before we took that action.
I assume that the paragraph must be perfected before it can be
sent back to the commitiee, either in whole or in part.

Mr. GRONNA. I call attention to the fact that paragraph
234 bad not been read before I offered my amendment.

Mr, WILLIAMS. I beg the Senator’s pardon; it was, and
the next paragraph was read. I ask that the action of the Sen-
ate recommitting a part of the paragraph be reconsidered for
the present.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair
hears none. The paragraph is now before the Senate, and it will
be read.

The Secretary read as fol]ows'

234. Ponltry, live, 1 cent per pound ; dead, 2 cents per pound.

Mr. GRONNA. I move to amend the paragraph, so that it
will read:

Poultry, live, 2 cents per pound ; dead, 3 cents per pound.

Mr. President, this is a paragraph on which a great (1011
might be said. I know that the Senator in charge of this sched-
ule is very anxious to proceed with the bill, and I shall not take
up the time of the Senate to diseuss it, but I wish to ask to
have printed in the Recorp in connection with it a table.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair
hears none.
The table referred to is as follows:

POULTRY.

20 per cent ad valorem.
live poultry, 3 cents per pound; dead pouliry, 5 cents

Canadian rate:
Payne rate:
ound.

ngley rates: Same as Payne rates,
“ilson rates: Live poultry, 2 cents per pound;

dead poultry, 3
cents per pound.
Imports 1918.

Pounds.! Value. |Revenue.

£05,714 | 12, 534, 70

Y T e e e B e e N
58, 460 [ 20,500, 77

Poultry, dead...
Exports 1912 :

417,852
418,195

Poultry and game, value, $697, i}aa
Number of poultry in 1910,

Chickens | Turkoys,
and guinea | ducks, and
fowls. gense.
A T O T e ad STt s e P el s 252,110,164 | 11,027,213
Maine. . 13,280
New Hampshtra 7 6,959
Vermont.. 915, 526 18,750
Massachusetts. . 1,715,435 38,111
Rhode Island 98 8,353
I e g e I s o 5, T 17,024
New York.. 300, 735
New Jemy 59,254
Pmnsvlvams 347,040
o ey e 352,328
Indiana. . .. 463, 364
L SR e R S e S R S e R e R 617,469
Michigan. . 2, T8
W isconsin 210, 982
Minnesola 346, 765
Iowa.. 564, 669
Missouri. . 832,570
N YO s S 132,015
South Dakota. 199, 527
Nebraska 214,016
Kansas. 314,575
Delaware 082
Maryland. . 134,008
District of (.olnm'bia 196
Virginia. . 321,930
West V]rg{nia 181,300
North Carolina. . 384,000
South Carolina. . 139, 713
Georgia......... 293,
Florida b e ety 58,
838, 930
627, 463
286,
873,467
537,028
224, 258
346, 004
683,573
31,731
32,016
11, 002
43,135
10,780
Arizona 8,023
e 11,33
Nevada, 4,
44,0860
Ore; e e D e R Ao v Sy O 1, 756, 340 51, 5565
(hli%:;lnia.-___ 5&68974 170, 858
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment
proposed by the Senator from North Dakota.

The amendment was rejected.

Mr. WILLIAMS. I now ask that the part of the paragraph
after the semicolon be recommitted.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair
hears none.

The reading of the bill was resumed.

The next amendment of the committee was, in paragraph 236,
page 63, line 8, before the word “ cents,” to strike out “15™ and
insert “20,” so as to read:

Sweetened chocolate and cocoa, prepared or manufactured, not spe-
clally provided for in this section, valued at 20 ecents per pound or
less, 2 cents per pound.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, in paragraph 236, page 63, line 9,
before the word “ cents,” to strike out “ 15’ and insert “20,” so
as to read:

Valued at more than 20 cents per pound, 25 per cent ad valorem,

The amendment was agreed fo.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, in previous tariff acts and also
in the present law powdered cocoa has always been provided for
by itself. The present Ianw provides for powdered cocoa, un-
sweetened, 5 cents a pound. After the words “ad valorem,” in
line 10, on page 63, I move to insert the words: .

Powdered cocoa, sweetened, 3 cents per pound.

That is a reduction from 5 cents a pound in the present law
to 3 cents a pound. It is a reduction of 40 per cent over the
present law. I am informed by the cocoa manufacturers of the
country who make this article that with a reduction less than
that it is impossible for their business to live.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment
proposed by the Senator from Utah.

The amendment was rejected.

The Secretary continued the reading of the bill to the end of
paragraph 238, the Iast paragraph read being as follows:

238. Dandelion root, and scorns prepared, and articles used as coffee,
or as substitutes for coffee not specially provided for in this section,
2 cents per pound.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, paragraph 238 puts a tariff of
2 cents per pound upon substitutes for coffee. I am thoroughly
convinced if the Senators on the other side who have been
voting steadily and constantly and nearly unanimously against
any change in the bill would give due and fair consideration

. to the amendment I shall offer they would be unanimously in
favor of it. I am going to move to strike out the paragraph
with notice that if it prevails when we get to the free list I will
move to add it there.

The substitutes for coffee cught to be on the free list. Re-
gardless of any man’s theory of the tariff, T believe if you will
give due consideration to the question no one can have any other
idea.

I am not going into the coffee situation now, because I admit
that this amendment would not fully meet what ought to be met

' regarding the great Imternational Coffee Trust, known as the
Brazilian valorization scheme. But the articles in this particu-
Jar paragraph come in direct contact and competition with
coffee, which is itself the subject, in my judgment, of the great-
est trust on earth.

It is true; I think, that even if you adopted my amendment
it weuld not be, as I have said, a complete solution of it, but
it would be a partial solution. This particular paragraph is a
direct protection to the International Coffee Trust. It can not
be anything else. Everything thgt will come in competition
| with coffee as long as coffee is on the free list ought to be put
| on the free list, because the only beneficiary of anything of that

kind will be the International Coffee Trust. I am satisfied if
every Member would vote as he feels when he has considered
this question there would not be a single vote in the Senate
against the amendment I propose.

We have imported of these substitutes for coffee at different
times comparatively large quantities, although as compared with

! the amount of coffee we consume it is not very large. In 1910

[ ve imported something over 452,000 pounds of these substitutes

. for coffee. The tariff was 2} cents a pound under the law as it
existed then and as it exists new. This bill reduces the duty
ust one-half cent per pound. Last year there was not so great

importation. It is estimated in the handbook here that
under this rate per pound the equivalent ad valorem duty would

, be 16.67 per cent.

| I am not offering this amendment, I should like to say to

| Democrats on the other side, on any theory of protection; I am

! not offering it on any theory of free trade; I am simply offering

' it to partially bring into competition, if we can, and this will

!

bring some competition, the great Imternational Trust, organ-
ized in a foreign country, and that has during the last four or
five years taken from the common people of the United States
at least $75,000,000 in the increased price of coffee.

If there is any reason for this tariff, if there is any reason
why this amendment should not be adopted and that which
comes in competition with the product of that great trust, I
would be very glad to have some one suggest it. I would be
glad to yield for any guestion connected with the subject.

I do not believe it is necessary now for me to go over the
question of the Internmational Coffee Trust and the Brazilian
valorization scheme. I think in a general way that is well
understood by all the Members of the Senate, and it will be the
only beneficiary of this particular legislation. .

Mr. WILLTIAMS. Mr. President——

Mr. NORRIS. I yield to the Senator.

Mr. WILLIAMS. If the Senater from Nebraska will pardon
me, while I myself am rather inclined that he is wrong, I am
rather inclined to think that, while this duty can not be de-
fended upon revenue principles or upon protective principles,
either, it could be defended upon ethical prineciples, to prevent
frauds and substitutes of one thing for another and the sale
of it as another.

Still, upon consultation, T will ask that the matter be recom-
mitted, if that will be satisfactory to the Senator, and the coms-
mittee will consider it

Mr. GRONNA. I will ask the Senator from Mississippi if
that paragraph is recommitted, whether paragraph 235 should
not also be considered by the committee? Chicory is used as a
substitute for coffee. Chicory is the poor man's coffee,

Mr. WILLIAMS. I think chicory is a positive fraud; and,
if sold for coffee, it is a positive deception. It is an undeniable
fraud and there is nothing good about it. As to this other
matter, I want to look into the character of it. I understand
there is nothing in the dandelion root that is injurious to the
human system at all, although there is an amount of tannie
acid which, when consumed in too large quantities, might be
injurious. I want to tax chieory so that it shall not be sold to
me and my children as coffee,

Mr. GRONNA. I remember the attack made on this particu-
lar article by Judge SaBarH, of Chicago, a few years ago. I
shall not take up the time of the Senate to discuss it, but it
can be found in the CoNcressioNAn Recorp. It was shown by
Mr. SaparH that large quantities of this article are being used
as coffee. But I know it is being used by the poor people of the
city and most of it is used by the farmer.

Mr. WILLIAMS. I know that a very great fraud is being
perpetrated upon the consumer and that chicory is not a good
thing for anybody to put in his stomach. I have no objection
to substituting one more than anether if equally harmless; but
I do not think that, as a general principle, applies to chicory.
I would rather send it back to the committee.

Mr, GRONNA. I objected to a duty of 2 cents a pound on -
chicory. That was my objection to it.

Mr. NORRIS. In eonnection with that matter I should like
to say that, so far as my knowledge goes, this article—

Mr. WILLIAMS. I have agreed to allow it to go to the
committee. I think the Senator might help me sometimes.

Mr. NORRIS. But I want to make u suggestion to the Sena-
tor for his consideration when he takes it up in committee. I
may be mistaken about what I am saying now, but my infor-
mation is that these substitutes for coffee are not imported un-
der the name of coffee. There is not any fraud practiced against
the Government, They are not sold as real coffee. So the gues-
tion the Senator raised is not involved.

Mr. WILLIAMS. But I want to examine it. I have an im-
pression now that they are mixed with coffee and ground with
coffee and sold as pure coffee.

Mr. NORRIS. I think that eould not be done under our pure-
food law.

Mr, WILLIAMS,
about it.

Mr. GRONNA. I want to say to the Senator from Missis-
sippl that he will find that chicery is ground up and mixed
with coffee and sold as coffee. There is no substitute for un-

ground coffee.
Mr. WILLIAMS. T thought nof, and therefore I thought it

was a fraud on the consumer.
The VICE PRESIDENT. Paragraph 238 is recommitted to
the committee. :
Mr. BURTON. I ask that paragraph 240 may go over until,
say, Monday afterncon or Tuesday. It is the paragraph in
to spices. In the meantime I should like to ask a ques-
tion of the Senator from Mississippi

If that is a mistake, T will try to find out
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Mr. WILLIAMS. Suppose we consider the paragraph and
adopt the Senate committee amendments, and then let it go
over?

Mr. BURTON. The amendments are just what I shounld like
to have considered further.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Very well.

Mr. BURTON. I want to ask the question, What does this
provision mean on page 64, beginning with the words “ ground
spices"? There is an amendment of the Senate committee
which I think helps the situation very much, but I should like
to know how it is interpreted and what is intended by it. It
reads:

Ground spices, 20 per cent ad valorem in addition to any duty on the
gpices in an unground state. .

Does that mean that you impose on the ground spices, in
addition to the ad valorem rate, the rate per pound imposed on
the unground spices, or that you take the value of the unground
spices and impose a duty upon them?

Mr. WILLIAMS, It says “20 per cent ad valorem in addi-
tion to any duty.”

Mr, BURTON. How do you compute that daty?

Mr. WILLIAMS. If the duty levied is an ad valorem duty,
it will be 20 per cent of the ad valorem duty added, and when
the duty is a specific duty, it will be one-fifth of the specific
duty added. There is no trouble about it, because it is all
specific. The rate is 1 cent per pound on some, 2 cents per
pound, three-fourths of 1 cent, and one-half of 1 cent; mace, 8
cents; Bombay or wild mace, 18 cents. Then, when they are
ground it is just one-fifth added to each—20 per cent. That is
what is intended.

Mr. BURTON. But I do not believe the Senator from Mis-
sissippl quite understands me. Take a concrete case. Suppose
cinnamon is ground into spices. You would then impose 20
per cent ad valorem in addition to any duty on the cinnamon
in an unground state?

Mr. WILLIAMS. Oh, that is all right; I see now what the
Senator means.

Mr, BURTON. Would you impose a duty of 1 cent a pound
on the weight of the ground spice, or how would you do it?

I think perhaps it would be best to pass the matter over, and
then the Senator from Mississippi will consider it. I think the
language as it now stands is open to ambiguity.

Mr. WILLIAMS. I do not see any ambiguity in it. Ground
spices——

Mr, SIMMONS. As that paragraph has been passed over
until Monday, what is the necessity of discussing it now? We
can discuss it when we reach it on Monday.

Mr. WILLTIAMS. I did not agree to pass it over.

Mr. SIMMONS. I thought the Senator had.

Mr. WILLIAMS. I agreed to pass it over after the adoption
of the committee amendments. The paragraph reads:

Ground spices, 20 per cent ad valorem.

Of course, “ ad valorem " means upon the value of the ground
gpices, and that that is to be an addition to any duty which is a
specific duty on the unground spices.

Mr. BURTON. How will you figure the amount on the un-
ground spices? Suppose it requires a pound and a quarter in
its unground condition to produce a pound that is ground?

Mr. WILLIAMS. You have the tariff upon the ground spices
when it comes in.

Mr. BURTON. How can you compute it?

Mr, WILLIAMS. This will operate like every other thing at
the customhouse.

Mr. BURTON. I think an appraiser would have a good deal
of difficulty about it.

Mr. WILLIAMS. The point is, whether youn are going to take
the weight of the ground or the unground spices?

Mr. BURTON. As to how you will fix the duty? It would

ardly be possible to ascertain the guantity of unground spices.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I think, after all that has
been said, that the language is ambiguous. The customhouse
people will have some trouble in getting the duty upon the un-
ground spices by weight when they come to fix the duty on the
ground spices ad valorem, and then to make the addition. We
will earry that back into the committee and cure the difficulty.

Mr. BURTON. Very well.

Mr. WILLTAMS. Mr. President, I do not know whether or not
I formally asked that paragraph 240 be passed over. Did I
do so?

Mr. SIMMONS. ILet it be passed over until Monday.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The paragraph will be passed over.

The reading of the bill was resumed, and the Secretary read
paragraph 241, as follows: ;

241. Vinegar, 4 cents Eeer proof gallon. The standard proof for
vineggr shall be taken to that strength which reciulraa 35 grains of
bicarbonate of potash to meutralize 1 ounce troy of vinegar.

Mr, GRONNA. Mpr. President, this s the concluding para-
graph of the schedule. I shall detain the Senate on it but a
moment.

I want to call the attention of the Senate to the faet that, tak-
ing 35 articles in this schedule, 15 of them have been placed on
the free list. Those 15 articles are the ones which are of the
greatest importance to the farmer. More than $25000,000 in
revenue will be lost to the Treasury of the United States by this
proposed change. My figures are taken from the tariff hand-
book. Under the present law the revenue collected for 1912 on
these articles was $32,026,260.

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator from North Dakota per-
mit me to interrupt him? ;

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Da-
kota yield to the Senator from New Hampshire?

Mr. GRONNA, I do.

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from North Dakota ealls at-
tention to the fact that there will be a loss of $25,000,000 to the
Treasury of the United States. Has the Senator made any esti-
mate as to how much the Canadian people will gain?

Mr. GRONNA. Well, Mr. President, I have not made an esti-
mate as to what they will gain, but I can assure the Senator
from New Hampshire that the Canadian people will gain a
great many times the amount the Treasury of the United States
will lose. :

The estimated revenue to be collected under this bill, accord-
ing to the Democratic tariff handbook, is $6,789,570. You ad-
mit, according to your own figures, that there will be a loss to
the Treasury of the United States of $25,286,606. The very
people to whom you denied protection upon the hasic necessities
you are taxing on spices. It may be that we could get along
without using spices, but it is a well-known fact that they are
being used by everybody. What is the difference, so far as the
cost of living is concerned, whether you levy a duty upon food
products or levy it upon such articles as spices? The American
people pay it. There is, however, a great difference to those
who are enguaged in the industries and are producing these basie
necessities. You permit the foreign producer to come to this
country and give him the same opportunities to market his
products as is given to the American farmer,

Last year there was paid out for extra labor on the farm, not
mentioning the labor of the farmer himself or that of his
family, over $1,000,000,000; and yet we hear much about raw
material. Last year it cost 40 cents a bushel to produce barley;
35 cents of this was labor cost, and yet you call it raw material.
The glass of beer, the product of the brewer, which is most all
profit, does not have in it 5 per cent of labor cost, and yet beer
is protected by a heavy duty.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Does the Senator think that American beer
is very heavily protected? Is not most of the taxation a counter-
vailing duty against the internal-revenue tax?

Mr. GRONNA. Well, Mr. President, it is protected in this
bill by a duty of 100 per cent or more.

It seems to me that it is unfair to the Ameriean farmer to
deny to him any protection whatever on these articles; it seems
to me it is unfair to the American people to take from the
Treasury of the United States more than $25,000,000 in revenue
now derived from these 85 articles. I can well understand how
a free trader can justify his pesition in placing these arficles on
the free list, but I ean not understand how anyone who claims
to be for a tariff for revenue can justify his position, because
the rates on agricultural products, according to your own v
figures, involve a loss of nearly $26,000,000.

Mr. WILLIAMS. The Senafor does not want the impression
to go to the country that agricultural products are all on the
free list, does he?

Mr. GRONNA. No: I am referring to 35 articles.

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Da-
kota yield to the Senator from Texas?

Mr. GRONNA. I yield to the Senator from Texas.

Mr. SHEPPARD. How does the Senator arrive at the
figures—$26,000,000—which he says will be lost by virtue of the
reduction in the tariff on agricultural products?

Mr. GRONNA. I had not intended to take up so much time
of the Senate, but since the Senator has asked me the question
how I arrive at these figures I shall be glad to give them to him.

According to the handbook, the imports of horses for 1912
were $335,684, which brought in a revenue of $68,323. The
proposed rate is 10 per cent, under which the estimated imports
are $475,000 and the estimated revenue $47,500. I do not think
I would be justified in taking the.time of the Senate to read all
of the figures which I have here.

Mr. SHEPPARD. I will ask the Senator to give the total
for the whole 35 products.
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Mr., GRONNA. The total amount of revenue collected on
thess articles in 1912 was $32,026,266, and the estimated revenue
is $6,739,570.

Mr. SHEPPARD. Does the Senafor mean the revenue esti-
mated to be obtained from this schedule of the pending bill?

T have indicated.

Mr. SHEPPARD. The Senator, then, is not speaking of all
ilie articles in the agricultural schedule?

Mr. GRONNA, I am speaking of 35 articles or products of
the farm.

Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, I will ask the Benator from |

North Dakota, if he conveniently can, te select three or four
of the leading articles where the loss is greatest.

Mr. GRONNA. Before I do that 1 want to give the Senate
the exact figures of the amount of revenue that will be lost.
The loss to the Government will be §25.286,606. The articles to
which I refer are horses, mules, cattle, swine, sheep, other
animals, barley, oats, rice, corn, wheat, rye, broom corn, buck-
wheat, butter and substitutes, cheese and substitutes, beans,
beets, hay, honey, bhops, onloms, garlic, peas, flaxseed, straw,
vegetables, poultry, eggs, flax straw, fresh milk, cream, potatoes,
wool, and hair of the Angora goat.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Now, I want to ask the Senator a question.

Mr. SIMMONS. Wool is not covered by the agricultural
schedule, nor is the hair of the Angora goat. If the Senator
will pardon me, he is laboring under some curious misappre-
Lension. The total duty collected under this whole scheduie
on everything in the schedule was $34,000,000; nnd it is esti-
mated that under the Senate bill the total duties collectible will
be $21,863,000; so that, taking the whole schedule, there is a
difference between the present «uties and the estimated duties
of less than $13.000,000.

Mr. SHEPPARD. Less than $10,000,000.

AMr. SIAMMONS. No; less than $13,000,000.

Mr. WARREN. The Senator must be mistaken in that.

Mr. BIMMONS. I am speaking of the whole schedule.

Mr. WARREN. There is more difference than that in the one
matter of wool.

AMr. SIMMONS. Well, wool is not in the agricultural schedule.

My, WARREN. I know it is not, but the Senator from North

akota has enumerated it as an agricultural product.

AMr, SIMMONS. I understood the Senator to be talking
about Schedule G.

Mr. WARREN. He has enlarged it somewhat to include
other agricultural products.

Mr. SIMMONS. I understood the Senator to be speaking
ahout Schedule G, the agricultural schedule.

Mr. GRONNA. I want to say to the Senator from North
Carolina that my figures are correct, and I shall ask to have
them printed in the Recorp so as to give the Senator time to
investigate them; and if the Senator finds that I am mistaken,
I hope he will correct me.

Mr. SIMMONS. Of course the Senator Is correct when he
states that there is a large loss of revenue as the result of
putting raw wool on the free list; nobody denies that; just as
there is a large loss of revenue from putting sugar on the free
ist.

Mr. GRONNA. Mr. President, I shall ask to have printed
in the Recorp this full statement.

The VICE PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, per-
mission is granted.

Mr. WILLIAMS. I want to ask the Senator if in his state-
ment he considers sugar to be an agricultural product or a
manufactured product? It is really a very highly finished
manufactored product.

Mr. GRONNA. I will say to the Senator that I do not hap-
pen to have sugar on my list, and I have not referred to sugar.

Mr. WILLIAMS. I want to ask the Senator the further
question, before he puts the paper in the Recogp, is it his con-
tention that the farmers have lost the amount of money he
has named by the removal of the duty?

Mr. GRONNA. Mr. President. my contention is—I hope I
am mistaken, but my contention is—that they will lose a great
deal more by losing the American market, which rightfully be-
longs to them.

Mr. WILLIAMS, Very well. Then the contention of the
Senator from North Dakota is that the farmers of this country
have lost in the prices they were enabled by the tariff to levy
upon the American people even more than the amount of money
he is stating ag having been put on the free list. Admiiting for
the sake of argument that that contention is just; if so, then
the American people have escaped that much taxation levied
upon them for the benefit of special farming interests. There

is no escape from it.

| American people.
Mr. GRONNA. The revenue on the same number of articles

It is true either that the farmers have not lost the amount
of taxes that we have reduced, or they have. If they have lost
them, they have lost them because they have lost the power to
levy, in the shape of the added price, that much tax upon the
If they have lost that power, the American
people have profited that much—the poor and the rich, the low
and the high.

I am not a political farmer. Every dollar I have in the world
is invested in agriculture, directly or indirectly. Every dollar
1 have anywhere is either in tools, or in implements, or in cattle,
or in horses, or in sheep, or in crops, or in land, or in mortgages
on agricultural lands. I say I do not know of anything more
iniquitous than to espouse the idea that my class has a right to
levy a contribution of milllons of dollars upon the necessities
of the American people every year of our lives, every generation
of our time, in order that we may reap greater profits. For the
most part it goes to the landlord and not to the farm laborer.
I belong to the landlord class, and I know it; and so does every
landlord in this country.

Mr, GRONNA. I desire to ask the Senator from Mississippl
a question. T have for a long time known the belief or the con-
tention of the Senator from Mississippi with regard to this par-
tleular industry. -

Mr. WILLIAMS. Tt was your contention,

Mr. GRONNA. I wish to ask the Senator from Mississippl
a question. How much revenue do you propose to collect under
this tariff? .

Mr. WILLIAMS. Does the Senator mean the total amount
of revenue?

Mr. GRONNA. The total amount.

Mr. WILLIAMS. T have forgotten the figzures. They are in
the hands of the committee.

Mr. GRONNA. We have generally collected about $300,000,000
annually, have we not?

Mr. WILLIAMS, Yes.

Mr. GRONNA. And about the same amount, or a little more,
by an internal-revenue tax. I ask the Senator from Mississippi
what difference it makes whether we levy it on food products
or whether we levy it on something else that the American
people use? ]

Mr. WILLIAMS. Ah, T can very easily tell the Senator.
When you levy a tax upon food preducts you levy a tax upon
something which every human being—man, woman, or child—
absolutely must have. It is like levying a tax upon water; it
is like levying a tax upon air; it is like levying a tax upon any-
thing without which humanity can not exist.

When you come to levying a tax upon other things, it depends
upon what those other things are. If you levy a tax upon a
man's necessities, you have levied a tax upon the man, his physi-
cal fabric, all there is to him. When you have levied a tax
upon his comforts, you have inconvenienced him. When you
have levied a tax upon his luxuries, you have “ unluxuriated "
him to a slight extent.

Why, it is as old Sclon of Athens said, a thousand years before
Christ, about a graduated income tax. He said: “ If you levy
a tax of 10 per cent npon a man '—he used the Greek coinage,
but I shall use the American coinage—* who has $100 a year,
and take from him $10, yon deprive him of something he needs.
When you take $100, the same percentage, from him who has a
thousand dollars a year, you deprive him of something that will
improve him, but without which he can exist. When you take
$10,000 from a man with $100,000 a year, still the same per-
centage, you deprive him of some luxuries, without which he
can well live and develop.”

So you never can make uniform percentage taxation, either
upon incomes or upon mecessaries, an equal tax, You always
tax the poor more than you tax the rich, not because you want
to do it, but because you can not avoid it. It is absolutely
unavoidable.

My principle always has been this: If T could have my way,
I would divide all of the imports into the United States into
three classes—necessaries of life and necessaries of industry
at one extreme; luxuries away out at the other extreme; be-
tween the two, the things that are comforts. I would tax them
at different rates, becaunse in taxing them at different rates
I tax humanity more approximately at the same rate. Do you
not understand? Or, to express it better, I tax humanity in
all of its classes more nearly in proportion Lo humanity’s ability
to pay. That is the reason.

You never can begin the reform of any great tax system un-
less you start at the bottom—at the necessaries of life and
industry. Another great reason for it is that when you take
the tax off the necessaries of life or off a necessary of industry,
especially the latter, you then have the opportunity to take off
all the “compensatory " taxes that were levied on account of
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it, and yon have the opportunity to take off all the intermediate
profits in the shape of compound interest, that accompanied
it from the day it came from the mill to the time the man put
it on his back, or put it in his stomach. So that every time
you take off * X from the raw product, you can take off * XX,”
whatever that may amount to—algebraic progression—from
the finished produect, and not merely “ X" itself.

Mr. GRONNA. I will ask the Senator from Mississippi
whether it is not true that he expects, under this bill, to collect
somewhere near $300,000,000 in customs taxes?

Mr. WILLIAMS. I have forgotten the amount.

Mr. GRONNA. Is it not true that the people need clothing
and wearing apparel as well as food?

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes: but they can exist without much of
the latter if the police will let them alone.

Mr, GRONNA. I ask the Senator, then, what difference does
it make whether you levy a portion of that amount on the
food products and a portion of it on the wearing apparel or
leave it all on the wearing apparel?

Mr., WILLIAMS. Mr. President, we have not levied it all
upon the wearing apparel. We have not taken all the tax off
the agricnltural products. The assumption that we have left
the farmer taxed upon the manufactured products, while we
have taken off the tax upon his products, is not borne cut by
the bill. Take the flax schedule——

Mr. GRONNA. Mr. President——

Mr. WILLIAMS., Wait a minute.
people in connection with this.

Mr. GRONNA. I hope the Senator will not make the state-
ment that I am trying to deceive anybody.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Ob, no; I said I wanted to undeceive them.
My friend would not deceive anybody. He is as honest as the
day is long. He is as clean as a hound's tooth.

Mr. GRONNA. I thank the Senator for that.

Mr. WILLIAMS., But what I say is that I want the people
to be undeceived about it. Take the flax schedule alone. What
did we do first? We put flax upon the free list. We put hemp
upon the free list. Cotton was already there. Then we went
to the wool schedule, and we put wool upon the free list. What
does that enable us to do? Why, it enables us to reduce the
dnties upon the finished products of flax 50 per cent and the
duties upon the finished products of wool 35 per cent. 8o we
have given to the farmer the opportunity to buy 50 per cent
cheaper linen and 35 per cent cheaper wool, in so far as the
duty raised the price; and he already had free raw material on
the ﬁotton schedule, so we were not able to reduce that quite so
much.

Mr, GRONNA. I wish to read to the Senator from Missis-
sippi some of the articles in this schedule that have been
placed on the free list. I want to name them.

Cattle are on the free list; swine are on the free list; sheep
are on the free list; corn i8 on the free list; wheat is on the free
list; rye is on the free list; broom corn is on the free list;
buckwheat is on the free list; eggs are on the free list; flax
straw is on the free list; milk and cream are on the free list;
potatoes are on the free list; wool is on the free list.

I had hoped I might have the attention of the Senator from
Mississippi.

Mr, WILLIAMS. T beg the Senator’s pardon.

Mr. GRONNA. I have just read to the Senate some of the
articles which this bill proposes to place on the free list.

Mr. WILLIAMS. I knew what they were before the Senator
read them.

Mr. GROXXA. ‘I am sure of that. I simply read them for
the Recomn, of course. But the articles placed on the free list
are those of the greatest importance to the agriculturist. I
can not understand where you benefit the consumer by giving
him free wheat. The people of the counfry do not consume
whole wheat. I can not see where yon are going to benefit the
consumer by giving him free wheat and placing a duty upon
wearing apparel or on spices.

g Mf.:i 1WILLIAMS. We did not place the duty there. We re-

uc t.

Mr. GRONNA. You are placing a duty on it, and you are
simply going on the theory that by increasing importations you
will produce a sufficient amount of revenue to defray the ex-
penses of the Government.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Oh, no. Upon the contrary, we went to
an income tax in order to get the necessary revenue, taxing the
wealth rather than the bellies and the backs of the people.

Mr. GRONNA. I will say to the Senator from Mississippi
that if the income-tax provision of this bill stood by itself I
should be glad to vote for it. I believe in an income tax. For
20 years or more I have advocated it. .

Let us undeceive the

Mr., WILLIAMS. We are advocating it now just to this ex-
tent: We are substituting it for a lot of consumption taxes; and
just to the extent that we are doing it we are removing the
burdens of taxation from the bellies and the backs of the people
to their pocketbooks and their bank accounts.

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. Presideni——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Da-
kota yield to the Senator from New Hampshire?

Mr. GRONNA. I yield.

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from Mississippi argues that
the $25.000,000, to which the Senator from North Dakota has
called attention, will go to the consumers of the country.

Mr. WILLIAMS. I beg the Senator’'s pardon, but I did not.
The Senator from North Dakota said the farmers would lose
that mueh. I did not say it, and I do not believe it.

Mr. GRONNA. I said they would lose many times more than

that.

Mr. WILLIAMS, Then I said if that were true they would
lose the power to tax the people that much; but I said upon the
floor of the Senate the other day that in spite of the reduction
of taxes meat and bread will both go up, and cattle and wheat
will both go up, because of other conditions existing in this
country and in the world at this time. These are eonditions
overmastering the natural tendency of tax reductions to reduce
prices of the things taxed.

Mr. GALLINGER. Then I misunderstood the Senator.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes.

Mr, GALLINGER. The Senator's suggestion now is that,
notwithstanding the farmer has been deprived of the protec-
tion he formerly had, under the operation of this bill the con-
sumer will have to pay more than he does now.

Mr. WILLIAMS. No.

Mr. GALLINGER. That is not a very alluring picture.

Mr, WILLIAMS. Oh, no. What I say is this: The Senator
from North Dakota said the other thing, and I merely took his
ground for the sake of argument and reply of any possible
ground of the opposition. 1 say that owing to other conditions
that have nothing to do with the tariff the price of the staple
articles of agriculture will for guite a time continue to go up,
with now and then a sag downward, but that the tendency of
prices will be npward. The farmer will get just as much for his
wheat and just as much for his cattle and the consumer will
pay as much. The only difference is that the rise in the price
of the farmer's cattle and wheat will not be what it would
have been if we had not made the reduction. The reduction will
counteract overmastering conditions to some extent. But as
compared with present prices the prices are going up. That
is my prediction. That is my belief. !

Mr. GALLINGER. On every stump in my section of the coun-
try our good Democratic friends in the last ecampaign thrilled
hthe;h' audiences with the suggestion and the promise of eheaper

ving.

Mr, WILLIAMS. Yes; and we are going to have it. We are
going to have it in the shape of cheaper iron, and cheaper woolen
clothing, and cheaper cotton clothing, and cheaper linen cloth-
ing, and, generally speaking, cheaper manufactured products;
but we are not going to have it in the shape of cheaper basic
necessities of food products from the farm, because the great
inflnx of people to the cities and the increased demand for food
and the decreased supply, owing to the fact that labor is going
from the farm to the factory all over the world, will prevent
what would be the natural tendency of this act. Buot we are
going to give the people cheaper clothing; we are going to give
them cheaper plows, and agricultural implements, and bagging
and ties, and wool sacks and grain bags; we are going to give
them cheaper barbed-wire fences; we are going to give them all
these goods cheaper, and the Senator will live to see it.

Mr. GALLINGER. The argument of the Senator from Mis-
sissippi reminds me of what occurred in my own State a few
years ago. A Democratic orator grew eloquent, and, peinting to
a boy on the front seat, he said, * Why, the jacket you have on
is taxed 40 cents.” The boy said,  That is a lie, because mother
bought it for 35 cents.” [Laughter.] It does not fellow, be-
cause these articles are put on the free list that the consumer
is going to get them for very much less, particularly if we de-
liver over our business info the hands of foreigners.

Mr. SIMMONS. Does that apply to agricuitural products as
well as to manufactured products?

Mr. GALLINGER. We will not diseuss agricultural products,
because the Senator from Mississippi admits that they are going
to cost more, notwithstanding our people have all been promisad
that they were going to have cheaper living ; and when that was
promised, it was not cast-iron pipe. It was a cheaper break-
fast table. That rang all through the country from every
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gtump: and the people did not think you were going to give
them cast-iron pipe or barbed wire on their breakfast tables.

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President——

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President——

The VIOE PRESIDENT. Let us have some order. Does the
Senator from North Dakota yield to the Senator from Texas?

AMr, GRONNA. Not just now; I will in a moment.

In answer to the Senator from New Hampshire, I will say
that the Treasury of the United States will lose more than
$25,000,000 of revenue upon the arficles I have enumerated.
There is no question in my mind but that the farmer of the
country will lose many times as much.

Mr. GALLINGER. Undoubtedly.

Mr. GRONNA. Because the Canadian farmer and the farmer
from other foreign countries will have access to the American
market, which belongs to the American farmer. I thought
the Senator from Mississippi and I could agree on at least one
thing, and that is that the Treasury of the United States will
lose more than $25,000,000 through the changes that have been
made, or that are proposed in the present bill to be made, from
the present law on those items.

Mr. President, T do not care to occupy the floor any longer.
I have said all I am going to say. I asked a few minutes ago
to have a table printed in the Recosp,

The VIOE PRESIDENT. Permission was granted to the
Senator from North Dakota.

The matter referred to is as follows:

Amount expended by farmcrs for labor in 1309,
United States - $631, 611, 287

e
= 5, 633, 106

Majine_____ 3

New Hampshire_____ s 3, 374,128
Vermont...... e 4, T48, 003
Massachusetts = =2 12, 101, 959
Rhode Island..... -~ 1, 761, 594
Connecticut- - A 619

New York - 2 4
New Jerser 11, 097, 727
Pennsylvania 235, 611, 83.

Ohio--- Wt 235, 631, 185
Indiana__ £ 17, 682, 079
Illinois_ - ¥ 36, 308, 376
Michigan _______ 19, 063, 082
Wisconsin_ - 5l 19, 195, 473
Minnesota S5 22, 230, 149
Towa___ 24 781, 502

18, 644, 695

Mis=ouri-..
21, 740, 149

North Dakota___

South Dakota iy 12, 831, 944
Nebraske__ - s 15, 028, 468
Kansas__. P o TaE g e i ol 20, 56T, 287
Delaware. . = 1, 612, ]_1
Marsland . e ——— 8, 8!.)'.!. 172
District of Columbia 2-}8. 838
Virginia_____ = - 13,354,104
West Virginia_ - __ = 4, 035, 764
North Carolina = 9, 220, 564
South Carolina--- 10, 770, 758
Georgla————-- Hos, 13, 218,113
Florida_- 34 Ty . 304, 476
Eentneky e 12, 243, 851
Ten , 448, 05
Alabama - T, 454, T48
jsslssippi- 7,162, 226
Arkansas_ . ———— 7, 654, 571
Louisiana 16, 704, 125
Oklahoma 9, 837,
Texas - L 25, T84, 501
Montana EE 10, 930, 477
Idaho_ T, 6, 701, 604
Wyoming... ~ = 6, 174, 164
(BT Try Tl e e Sty b g e et sl o 10, 818, 465
New Mexico 52 3, 645, 428
Arizona__ - ..~ Ty 2, 504, 984
Utah__ 3,169, 017
Nevada 2,993, 978
Washington by > - 15,370, 931
DA e S T 11, 101, BG4
R e e e e 49, 976, 199

Revenues from duties on farm products in 1912, and estimated revenucs

from duties cn farm products under tariff bill as reported to Senate.
Esti- Esti-
Article. ID: l{“’ Rel\;;;uc, Proposed rate, | mated | mated
3 imports. |revenue.
£335, 684 $475,000 | $47,500
53, 063 137,500 13, 750
4, 486, 300 R T T |2 T
10,832 =,
123, £32 El e O PR S
79,407 100,000 | 10,000
.| 1,829,214 ts 1,300,000 | 300,000
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.| 4,185,086 | 1,323,338 | Various....... 3,970,000 | 853,000
47,858 8 rea....
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111,323 2
157, 969 :
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Revenues from duties on farm products in 1912, etc.—Contlnued.

Esti- Esti-

Article. Inis?{ts, R"l‘éﬁm' Proposed rate. | mated | mated

X . imports. |revenue.

Butter and substitutes.| $238,483 800,337 | 33 oen‘tia per | $325,000 | $32,500
und.

Cheese and substitutes.| 8,683,947 | 2,780,000 ..‘I‘)?do.. +er--/11,000,000 | 375,000

Beans. .....cceceeaaaaa-| 1,456,656 371,252 %bmgéf per | 1,800,000 | 250,000
ushel.

147, 466 15,005 ggpnrcam ..... 153, 000 7,500

.| 6,472,376 | 2, 796,855 perton..... 9,000,000 |2, 400, 000

51,706 | 16,284 | 10 conts ‘per'| 60,000 | 11,000
m.

2,223,805 477,313 | 18 cenés per | 1,575,000 | 560,000
und.

1,233,907 572,819 | 20 cents per | 1,350,000 | 360,000

283,250 | 93,332 (1 cent per| 275,000 | 90,000

0as. ... ----| 1,807,707 | 299,700 | Various....... 1,661,500 | 116,070

Flaxseed. . 5 ..|13,048,513 | 1,718,065 lﬁbmgg per (11,000,000 | 900,000
{hkd »

Straw. 45 56,891 15,402 | 50 cents per 75, 000 7,500

ton.
Vegetables.....ccveaves 1,035, 163 262,633 | 15 per cent....! 1,505,000 | 225,750
. 154,175 33,344 | Varlotis i 156, 000
NP—— T

Estimated revenue and estimated Imports taken from tarif hand-
book prepared by Finance Committee. Frults not ineluded in above
statement. Where the article is placed on the free list the handbeok
contains no estimate as to probable imports.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Ar. President, that finishes this schedule, T
think, except for some paragraphs that have been passed over.
I ask that the bill may be temporarily laid aside.

Mr. BACON. If the bill is laid aside and there is no other
matter of a pressing nature——

Mr. WILLIAMS. 1 thought probably the Senator from
Georgia would make a motion to go into executive session.

Mr. BACON. No.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Then we may as well adjourn.

Mr. KERN, I move that the Senate adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o'clock p. m.) the Sen-
ate adjourned until Monday, August 18, 1913, at 11 o'clock a. m.

SENATE.
Moxpay, August 18, 1913.

The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m.

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D.

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and
approved.

CALLING OF THE ROLL,

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. I'resident, I suggest the absence of a
quorum. .

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll.

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names: :

Ashurst Dillingham McLean Simmons
Bacon Fall Martin, Va. Smith, Ga.
Bankhead Fletcher Martlne, N. J, Smoot
Borah Gallinger Norris Sterling
Brady Gronna O’'Gorman Sutherland
Brandegee Hollis Page Swanson
Bristow Hughes Perkins Thomas
Bryan James Pittman Thompson
Burton Johnson Pomerene Thornton
Catron Jones Robinson Tillman
Chamberlain Kenyon Saunlsbury ownsend
Chilton ern Shafroth Weeks
ClapE La Follette Sheppard Williams
Clark, Wyo. Lane Bhields

Crawford Lodge Shively

Mr. JAMES. My colleague [Mr. Braprey] is detained from
presence here by reason of illness, He has a general pair
with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Kerx], I will allow this
announcement to stand for the day.

Mr. SHEPPARD. The senior Senator from Texas [Mr. CuL-
pERSON | is unaveoidably absent. He is paired with the Senator
from Delaware [Mr. pu PoxT].

Mr. GRONNA. I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr.
McCusmser] is necessarily absent on account of sickness in his
family. He is paired with the senior Senator from Nevada
[Mr. NEWLANDS].
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